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1906 MB^ ATKYNS AND/THE 

The seoct^t zaexiace alluded to in this postscript is evidently Bona-: 
party’s knowledge of.the existence of Louis the Seventeenth, which 
the writer heUeves he might make use of (threatening the boy’s deaths 
should the Allies eater France. This letter is interesting in ancAher 
way, as showing Mrs. Atkyns’ strong antid^uioctatic tendencies and 
love of political intrigue. 

She appears to have taken considerable interest in her tenantry; 
for, on the 25th of October, 1809, she entertained aU the people of 
the village of Kcttctingham and, to help them remember tBe day with 
addition^ pleasure, told theug, they should live rent freOlEor the next 
three months. , 

In after years, impoverished by her efforts on behalf of the royal 
family of Franco, and obliged to sell Ketteringlfain,, Mrs. Atkyns 
was constantly in France, and finally took up her jsd[|dence in Paris, 
where "the sham Dauphins,did not fail to approach her. Although 
she entered into communication with several of the pretenders, amongst 
them Ilervagault, Mathurin, Bruneau, and thWi^te do Richemont, 
she does not appear to have taken them seriotvsly^jf^ough she did take 
the trouble to journey to Gaillon, Brunean’s plj^W.detention. The 
curious tiling‘is that the pretenders should have^sbught hertiul as 
they did. Richemont in paracular Wrote that he owed his life to 
her efforts. 

In old age she became much pressed for money, and made constant 
appeals to Louis the Eightconih to reimburse her some portion at 
least of the vast sums she had expended on the Royahst cause. In 
1814, on the return of Louis the Eighteenth td France^ she made a 
statement of her claims to the French Ambassador, the Comte dc la 
ChiUre, the due do Bourbon aotiug as intermediary. The latter in a 
letter written to her predicted a sure and speedy settlement, ‘ as her 
devotion to the most just of causes was so well known.’ In December 
1816 she did actually obtain a small sum, but, though at fij-st received 
at the Tuileries, it soon became evident to her that all hopes of 
recovering any considerable portion of the money she had expended 
were vain. Put off with excuse after excuse, she nevertheless continued 
her appeals. The total sum which she claimed to have spent on the 
Royalist cause was two million three hundred and seventeen thousand 
five hundred and eighty-four francs ! 

Certain is it, though this sum may appear'an exaggei-ation, that 
the whole of Jier estate was dissipated in the plots and schemes which 
*"^subsidisod with a view to the rescue of the Queen and the Dauphin. 
,' now known that she it was who supplied funds to the notorious 
, de Batz, and that almost equally daring Royalist conspirator 
Uevalier de Rougeville. 

, tor Atkyns died in very poor circumstances on the 2ndJ[of 
n/ruary, 1836, in Paris, at No. 65 (now No. 79) Rue de LDle, where 
•^e rented a small apartment. 

, VOL. L2i —No. 3u3 
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* * ». 

Should jfny reader of this slight sketch be interested in her curious 

career, I would strongly advise him to peruse,the excellent volume 
written by M. Barbey, which is full of interesting and hitherto unpub¬ 
lished notes on this remarkable woman. It has as frontispiece a 
reproduction of the miniature given by her to M. Ae Verriere, whose 
house at Parnay was at one time a shelter for many Koyalists. 

This miniature is to-day the property of the Comte de Lair, whose 
maternal grandmother perfectly remembered the brave English¬ 
woman, hbr beauty, and her intelligence. Ont? point M. Barbey, 
however, has not cleared up, which is Jdrs. Atkyns’ place of burial; 
for, though he says she.was buried at Ketteringham, as desired in her 
will, such is not the case, there being no record of any such interment 
in the register. 

In all probability the friend of Marie Antbinette—the woman who 
gave her fortune for the Royalist cause—l^es buried without inscription 
or tombstone in some forgotten comer of a Parisian cemetery. 


Ralph Nevill. 
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LETTERS OF LORD ACTON TO 
MARY 'GLADSTONE^ 


The publication of a ney and cheaper edition of this volume furnishes 
an occasion for reminding many to whom its contents might be 
precious of their opportunity to hold familiar converse with one of 
the richest and rarest of minds. 

In Lord Acton’s eyes a sin almost unforgivable was the restate¬ 
ment of facts already known. Yet I am going to be so bold as to 
commit the trespass, though I trust not to incur the consume,, for 
now, more than ever, outside a little circle of real scholars and students, 
repetition alone secures attention, and here is a book which is wortli 
attention. 

It is scarcely necessary to invoke authorities to support the esti¬ 
mation in which Lord Acton was held by those who knew him, but 
the eminent learning of Mr. Bryce and Professor Maitland, their 
intimate knowledge of Lord Acton, and the beauty and distinction 
of the language in which they eonveyed their admiration of him 
will justify the quotation of two passages ; 

Be spoke for six or seven minutes only; but he spoke like a man inspired, 
seeming as if from some mountain summit high in air ho saw beneath him the 
far winding path of human progress from dim Cimmerian shores of prehistoric 
.shadow into the fuller yet broken and fitful light of the mo(Jcrn time. The 
elotjuence was splendid, but greater than the eloquenoe was the penetrating 
vision which discerned through all events and in all ages the play of those moral 
forces, now creating, now destroying, always transmuting, wliich had moulded 
and remoulded institutions, aiyi had given to the human spirit its ceaselessly 
fshanging forms of energy. It was as if the whole landscape of history had been 
suddenly lit up by a burst of sunlight.^ 

And, again : • 

It may seem to some a plain untruth that he was more deeply interested 
in certain great problems of a philosophical kind than in any concrete present¬ 
ment of particular facts. They may well have thought of him as the man 
who, with wonderful exactitude, knew and’enjoyed all the by-play in tluf!^/iat 
drama—at home, no doubt, upon the front-stairs, but supreme upon ^^^jack- 

‘ Lord Acton’s Letters. Cheap edition, Is. 6d.: George Allen. 

'■* Studies in Contemporary Biography. Bryce. P. 396. 
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Btairs, ojid (as he once said) getting his meals in the kitchen ; aco[uaint6d with 
the UBO of cupboards and with the skeletons that lie therein ; especially familiar 
with the laundry where the dirty linen is washed ; an analyst of all the various 
soaps that have been employed for that purpose in all ages and all climes. Dis¬ 
claiming all esoteric knowledge, and readijig only what all may read, I cannot 
think of him thus. When he was observing, recording, appreciating the inci¬ 
dents, the by-play, he wa.s intent on a main plot difficult to apprehend : ‘ fatalism 
and retribution, race and nationality, the test of success and of duration, heredity 
and the reign of invincible dead, the widening circle, the emancipation of the 
individual, tfee gradual triumph of the soul over the body., of mind over matter, 
rea-son over will, knowledge over ignorance, truth over error, right over might, 
liberty over authority, the law of progress and perfectibility, the constant inter¬ 
vention of Providence, the sovereignty of the developed conscience.’ Plenty of men 
arc troubled about these matters, plenty of moirmake theories, ‘ alluring theories,’ 
about them ; but then they are not the men who know the back-stairs or got 
their meals in the kitchen, not the men who have toiled in the archives, hunting 
the little fact that makes the difference. For Lord Acton, so it seems to me, 
nothing was too small because nothing was too.largc. Tire whole lay in every 
part and particle; there and there only to be discovered, there and there only 
to be judged. A conception of history so abstract and so concrete, so unitary 
and so manifold, so bold and so minute, would have paralysed a weaker man. 
It did not paralyse him. He worked while the light lasted. But to ‘ seek a 
little thing to do, find it, and do it,’ to give all his thought to a century, a nation, 
a fragment—‘ no, that’s the world’s way.’ ’’ 

The splendid gifts to which tribute is thus paid were assiduously 
cultivated. Lord Acton knew French, English, German, and Italian 
thoroughly, and could maintain without disadvantage conversation 
in any of these languages with one to whom they were native ; 
he read, according to a rough estimate, an octavo volume a day ; 
he knew the most distinguished scholars, politicians, and ecclesiastics 
of the Continent, as well as of his ovvn country. He was a near rela¬ 
tive of Lord Granville, and among the inner circle of Mr. Gladstone’s 
friends. The intellectual aristocracy of Europe ackno’.dedged the 
depth and range of his learning and the grave charm of his society. 
De Tocqueville, Waddington, St. Hilaire and Scherer, Dollingor, 
Laveleye, VomSybcl, Bluntschli, Maine, Henry Sidgwick, John Morley, 
Sir J. Paget, and many others of scarcely less distinction, were counted 
among his correspondents and friends. Not one of them, even on his 
own subject, could wisely neglect a criticism^ from him or even overlook 
a'liint. Mr. Gladstone accepted a fact from him without question; 
and to be in his company, as Mr. Paul truly says, was like being in 
the best of historical libraries with the best of histprical catalogues. 

1 had the privilege of observing him not infrequently in thoroughly 
congenial society. There, like most great men, he was not above the 
common focus of humanity, enjoyed the good things of life, liked a 
gossip, was in sympathy with the eternal feminine, appreciated the 
one touch of ill-nature which makes the whole world kin; and yet 
when the talk grew weightier, he encouraged the timid, flattered the 

“ P. W. M. Cambridge Review. 
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unlearned, by taking for granted that they understood allusions to 
remote and unexplored Ions, and whilst stimulating by his atten¬ 
tion the contributions of all, cast upon the shore of the occasion 
masses of experience, incident, cross-lights, historical instances, the 
rich flotsam and jetsam borne thifhel by the great tides of his 
memory. • • 

It is true that when he was not in harmony with his company a 
formidable stillness would descend upqp him, and an ambiguous 
smile would hover* about his lips. This watchful and massive reserve 
alfeeted*not the pretentious only, but paralysed the efforts of those 
who, with Franklin, hold that, as we must account for every idle 
word, so we must for every idle sjlcnce. At Giillion’s Chib, where 
lie was an honoured member, and where talk is an agreeable obliga¬ 
tion, 1 remember being a party to a conspiracy with an eminent 
living statesman in an endeavour by the challenge of some hazardous 
paradox to elicit an opinion from Lord Acton on a doubtful historical 
tiucstion; but Mr. Paul’s statement that such an attempt to draw 
Lord Acton or to make him declare himself upon any doubtful or 
deli(;ate point was a quite hopeless task was fully corroborated by 
this unseemly venture. • • 

On another and more auspicious occasion I was present at 
Ilawarden when Mr. Gladstone received Mr. Ruskin, Lord Acton, 
and Canon Scott Holland, and had the privilege of hearing much 
conversation, wherein the chigf part was taken by Mr. llusldn and 
Mr. Gladstone. Mr. Gladstone, as host, and out of a tender 
deference to Mr. Kuskin’s fragile and venoiable age, took a far 
less prominent part than was his wont, yielding th§ lead in the 
conversation to his illustrious guest; nor can anyone who heard it 
ever forgyt the incomparable eloquence, imagination, and delicate 
grace of hhmour with which Mr. Rusldn acquitted himself. Lord 
Acton said little, but the men and the occasion were harmonious to 
him. hJow and then an appeal as to a Court of Final Jurisdiction 
was ma<le to him (never in vain); now and then ^cry quietly he 
suggested something pithy add profound ; one was conscious of an 
enveloping support; and as under the waters of a tideway over 
wliich some great bridge has been built, unseen and massive founda¬ 
tions uphold the structure, so his vast but unobtruded knowledge 
buttressed the fabric of the talk. , 

But the^c reminiscences are by the way, and, indeed, Lord Acton’s 
conversation needs, no celebration by anyone who reads the letters 
before us. 

From first to laSt they are stamped with the hall-mark of intimacy, 
and partake of the quality of the best talk, refer to a common ex¬ 
perience, are pleasantly incomplete, and allude to things not easily 
fathomed by the insight of a stranger. Hour and circumstance are 
suited, the converse is struck out of the humour of the moment, and 
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springs at fit junctures spontaneously from the interest of two minds. 
Mr. Paul, as editor, has in general, it must be owned, shown no intru¬ 
sive solicitude to break by explanations the reserves of this delightful 
tke-a-tke. We wander alon^ unfrequented paths, with no guidance 
or support, remote and unknown figures pass without introduction 
across the stage, obscure allusions remain unJit; but we must not 
be ungrateful. Mr. Paul occasionally breaks through his reticence, 
and we are startled by the scholarly industry which unravels such 
arcana as ‘'non equidem invideo miror magis,’ and by the historical 
rcjscarch of footnotes telling us that Lord Harrington is *now the 
Duke of Devonshire, thqt the Cairns of 1881 was the first Lord Cairns, 
and that the old political friend .and associate of Mr. Gladstone was 
the late Duke of Argyll. 

The necessary confines of this paper forbid allusion to more than 
a few of the rich and suggestive topics of tjie correspondence. 

Very early in a reference to his predecessor in the chair of modern 
history at Cambridge the master note is struck which perpetually 
sounded in Lord Acton’s ears as he pursued his colossal studies. He 
regrets Seeley’s unwillingness to go straight ‘ at the impersonal forces 
which iule the world, such as predestination, equality, divine right, 
secularisms, Congregationalism, nationality, and whatever other ruling 
ideas have grouped and propelled associations of men.’ ‘ All under¬ 
standing of history depends on one’s understanding the forces that 
make it, of which religious forces are the most active.’ 

It might perhaps have been expected that the sympathy which 
great knowledge afioMs of the varying temptation which each age 
brings to the' a(;tors on its stage, -v^orking in combination with Lord 
Acton’s wide experience of statesmen and diplomatists, would have 
led him into qualifications in his moral judgments of great historical 
personages. But it was his steadfast view, and he applied it to 
current political questions, even to those on which he had strong 
bias, ruthlessly, that ‘ it is the office of historical science to maintain 
morality as the sole impartial criterion of men and things.’ Thus in 
reference to Ireland it is good to hear the declaration of so stout 
a Home Ruler at a time when,.in the fierce contest, so many good 
pi^nciples went to the wall,—‘ takes the lilie natural to a newspaper 
and does not distinguish murder from insurrection, a besetting sin 
of democrats.’ I cannbt resist quoting from a brilliant and amicable 
debate germane to this topic, which yet disclosed fuildamental differ¬ 
ences, carried on in letters between Lord Acton and the late Bishop 
Creighton in 1887, and set forth at length in Mrs.^ Creighton’s deeply 
interesting biography. The bishop’s attitude to the lapses of great 
men of the past was distinctly sympathetic. 

In atudying history the question of the salvability of an archdeacon becomes 
indeiinitely extended to all officials, kings, and popes included . . . selfish¬ 
ness, even wrong-doing for an idea, an institution, the maintenance of an 
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accepted view of the basis'of society does not cease to he wrong-doing, bvit it 
is not quite the same as personal wTong-doing ; it is more difficult to prove, 
and it does not equally■ shock the moral sense of others or destroy the moral 
sense of the doer. 

The men of the past ‘ are, like liimself,’ sorely tempted hy the 
possession of p»wer, trammelled by holding a representative position 
(none more trammelled than popes). Surely they knew not what 
they did. Lord Acton would have no trmjk t^ilh this view. 

• 

Power*[)ie writes] tends to corrupt, and absolute power corrupts absolutely. 
Great men are almost always bad men, even when they exercise influence and 
not authority; still more when you superadd the tendency or the certainty of 
corruption by authority. . . . The inflexible integrity of the moral code is to 
mo the secret of the authority, the dignity, the utility of history. If we may 
debase the currency for the sake of genius, or success, or reputation, we may 
debase it for the sake of a man’s influence, of his religion, of his party, of the 
good cause which prospers by his credit and suffers by his disgrace. Then 
history ceases to be a science, an arbiter of controversy, a guide of the 
wanderer ; ... it servos whore it ought to reign, and it serves the worse cause 
better than the purest. 

We trace‘the vitality of this central opinion in Lord ^ojbon’s 
comments on democracy, which have a special interest to us who 
now for the first time are awaiting the almost unfettered momentum 
of that force. He perceives, indeed, quite clearly the dangers and 
weaknesses which beset communities under democracy’s sway, and 
shows in a few strokes how, before it was written, he had appreciated 
the warnings afterwards conveyed in Sir H, Maine’s well-known 
Essays on Popular Government. He had meditated on' the perils of 
a State such as Great Britain wifhout the good securities of stability 
elsewhere .existing, a real veto, a federation of States, a constitution 
above the Tegislature. He is not unmindful of the calamities which 
may follow the rule of ignorance, yet he is largely reconciled because 
education, intelligence, wealth, may also go wrong, and every class 
is unfit to govern; so ‘ accept the law of liberty which tends to abolish 
the reign of race over race, df faith over faith, of class over class. 
Jt may not be a realisation of a political ideal, but it is the discharge 
of a moral obligation.’ 

Many of the letters, as is natural, are concerned with Mr. Glad¬ 
stone himself, and one of the most elaborate in the volume pro¬ 
nounces a striking eulogium of him, introduced by the epigram, 

‘ the Liberal party .consists, like the being which declined a chair, of 
two wings and a head.’ If some may be disposed to think it ex¬ 
travagant, and thdt the sustained and powerful pressure brought to 
bear by Lord Acton afterwards on the aged statesman to resist his 
natural promptings to retirement had some saddening consequences, 
they may be reminded that he who gave the counsel was no blind 
admirer. The fine summary— 
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When our problems are solved and our struggled ended, ■when distance has 
restored the proportions of things, and tho sun has set for all but the highest 
summits, his fame will increase even in things where it seems imiiossiblo to 
add to it 

f 

—is preceded by a speculation .as to ,wliat a later generation will feel 
at an intellect remarkable for originality and independence, match¬ 
less in vigour, fertility, and clearness, ‘ continuing so' long shrouded 
in convictions imbibed so early as to be akin to prejudices, and out¬ 
stripped in the process of ciliancipation by inferior jninds.’ 

And, again: . 

The pride of democratic consistency will aim its shafts at those lingering 
footstejis, as a scientific afee will resent the familiarity and sympathy with 
Italian thought to the detriment of*more perfect instruments of knowledge 
and of pow’er, and that inadequate estimate of the Freneli and German genius 
which has boon unfortunately reciprocal. ‘ 

Lord Acton was a strong partisan, using the term Tory as a term 
of reproach, greatly to Maine’s surprise ; but his political views did 
not lead him into personalities or abuse. Occasionally, however, he 
breaks into invective of extraordinary vehemence, and it would have 
beeuiiiiteresting to have obtained from our economical editor some 
information on his astonisliing opinion that Macaulay was ‘ utterly 
base, contemptible, and odious,’ while yet he admitted him to bo 
‘ one of the greatest of all writers and masters.’ Literature and 
tradition might be ransacked vainly to support this censure, but it 
may be observed that four of the greatest scholars and historians 
of our time—Mommsan, Harnack, Stubbs, and Creighton—exceeded 
the praise in their estimate of Macaulay’s powers, for at a dinner 
given by the Historical Society, whie!h Lord Acton founded, in Trinity 
College, he is reported by a very careful witness to havQ vouched 
them all as unanimously and finally agreeing upon Macaulay’s name, 
when the question arose between them who was the greatest historian 
the world had ever produced.^ It is difficult to decide whether 
the praise or the blame would have the more dismayed Lord Acton’s 
predecessor. 

But his temperament was in general judicial. It is good, at a 
moment when sour malignity so often masquerades in the guise of 
adstcre jirinciple, to find that Lord Acton, to whom tho policy of Maj u ba 
brought ‘ hearty joy an<J pure peace,’ could acknowledge Sir B. Frere’s 
breadth of mind, was able to disdain people who defamqfl him, and 
could quote with approval De Tocqucville’s fine .saying ; ‘ We must 
not lower national pride, almost the only elevated sentiment that 
remains in considerable strength.’ 

Reference has been chiefly made to the political and historical 
reflections with which this volume abounds, but there are alsb here 
literary criticisms of scarcely less interest. We should hiive been 
* Mr. John Pollock, Indcpendenl Revino, April 1904. 
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glad to have seen Mt. Shorthouse’s defence, or, at any rate, to have 

heard something of hjs point of view by way of plea to the formidable 
indictment preferred against the history of John Inglesant; but this 
was not to be, and we are left with the indiclment only, and tliis, 
though written aavay from boolA and in a few hours, would require a 
mediaeval histonan and a library to check. 

George Eliot was most sympathetic to Lord Acton’s mind. Like 
him, she worked always at the main point .of view, and strove to 
penetrate into thofe things which in systems of religion and philosophy 
attract powerful minds. Shp really tried, and succeeded, to think 
and feel as the men did who lived in the grasjp of these systems. 

She watched the world through thei^ eyes, feeling their latent background 
of conviction, discerning theory and habit, influence of thought, and know¬ 
ledge of life and descent, ^nd having obtained this experience, recovering her 
indoptindenco, stripping off the borrowed shell, and exposing scientifically the 
soul of a Vestal, a Crusader, an 5Vnabaptist, an Inquisitor, a Nihilist, or a Cavalier, 
without attraction, preference, or caricature. 

But these sporadic gleanings must now be brought to a close. 
Enough if some faint indication of the wealth which the letters con¬ 
tain has been given. It may be doubted whether any Englisfiman 
since Gibbon bore in his brain so rich and varied a freight of learning 
as he did who virrote them. Certainly no one carried his massy trea¬ 
sure with such easy strength, or distributed it with a more disinterested 
generosity. • 


Alfred Lyttelton. 
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T//B .MANB/JlGB RITUAL OR TOLEDO 


Messrs. Pollock and Maitlanp, in their History of English Law, 
speak somewhere of ‘ that curious cabinet of antiquities, the marriage 
ritual of the English Church.’ The description*is true of the marriage 
ritual of other Churches besides the Engbsh, and it is probably only 
when we are brought into contact with some outside standard of 
comparison, such as the ceremony recently witnessed at Madrid, that 
the interest of our own particular cabinet of antiquities forces itself 
upon the attention. Alike in its resemblances and its divergences 
the Tofedan ritual serves to illustrate that form of se’rvice which, 
broadly speaking, is common to Anglicans and to Catholics in tliis 
country. To touch upon all the points which invite comment would 
require a treatise, but I trust that in the compass of a few pages it 
may be possible to throw a little fresh Jight upon one or two notable 
features of this familiar ceremony. In the case of the wedding-ring 
more particularly, and its attendant arrhae, not one person probably 
in a hundred has any idea of the long and intricate evolution from 
primitive manners which is therein epitomised. 

Let us begin With what is best known. It can hardly be necessary 
to point out that the ‘ Form of Solemnisation of Matrimony ’ in the 
Book of Common Prayer is borrowed (with a few omissions and 
with the addition of a few new prayers) from the pre-Reformati(m 
Manual, or Missal, ad usum Sarum. What is perhaps not so generally 
familiar, the Council of Trent having decreed that in the ritual of 
matrimony the laudable customs,of each country should be retained, 
Catholics in the British Isles have also remained faithful to the old 
Sarum forms. Hence it results that in this one matter of the marriage 
service the Anglican and Roman communions in Great Britain are in 
substantial agreement, and differ less from one another than either 
of them does from the Rituale Romanum or fron the local usages 
of any other part of the world. When I speak, then, without further 
qualification of ‘ our English service,’ the reader will understand 
that I am referring to tho^e features of the rite which occur both 
in the Catholic and Anglican adaptations as well as in their common 
original. 

In order to get a general view of the whole let us disregard minor 



1906 THE MABBIAGE BITUAL OF TOLEDO 116 


t • 


adjuncts and divide the ceremony as found in the older rituals into 
three sections. By this arrangement we shall have*: 

(1) The betrothal proper, i.e. the expression of consent by the 
parties who plight their troth to each other before the officiant 
priest or bishop.. This betrotlfal is generally preceded by some ex¬ 
amination or attestation as to the absence of any impediment to the 
union of the parties. 

(2) The bestowal of the ring upon the bride together with money 
(the arrhae). To‘this act a religious character is given'by blessing 
the objects in question, wlqle other benedictory prayers are added, 
bringing tliis earlier portion of the service,^ originally performed in 
the church porch, to a natural and orderly conclusion. 

(3) The scene being shifted to the high altar, a special Nuptial 
Mass is celebrated, and a very solemn form of blessing is read over 
the bride and bridegroonij wlio are meanwhile covered with a veil 
or pall. 

The first and third of these sections need not detain us so long. 
With regard to the second, I propose to enter a little more into detail, 
and for this reason it will be convenient to deal with it last in order. 

To those *who come to an examination of the Toledan matriage 
ritual equipped with a fair knowledge of the local usages of other 
(iiurches the resemblances between the English and Spanish rite 
wll probably seem more noteworthy than their differences. For 
example, the first portion of the service in the Use of Toledo, as in 
the ancient Use of Sarum, is supposed to take place—at least theo¬ 
retically—in the church porch. Again, it begins with an admonition 
as to the religious character of the ceremony which is about to be 
enacted, and this, as in the Boole of Common Prayer, is immediately 
followed by an impressive charge to the bride and bridegroom and 
to the bysljanders to make known any impediment to the union, if 
such there be, before it is too late. The Spanish rituals repeat the 
injunction three limes, with pauses intervening ; and in some cases 
it appears that a definite answer is expected of the* bystanders, or 
of the parties themselves, before the service proceeds. With regard 
to the troth-plighting, the Toledan jritual lacks those solemn words, 
the ‘ for better, for worse; for richer, for poorer ... till death us do 
part ’ (originally, of course, depart), which lend so much impressive¬ 
ness to our English service. The instinct of» avoiding long speeches 
seems to have been strong in the framers of most of the Continental 
formularies. At Toledo, therefore, in the place of our picturesque 
marriage vows, the assent of the parties is obtained by three direct 
questions—questions which seem rather unnecessarily tautological. 
‘ Do you desire to have this man for yojir spouse and husband ? ’— 
it is the bride who, contrary to all our Northern usages, is interrogated 
first. ‘ Do you consent to be his wife ? ’ ‘ Do you accept him for a 
husband ? ’ To which queries she answers in order: Si, quicro 
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{‘Yes, I so desire’). Si, oioryo (‘Yes, I consent’). Si, recibo {'Yas,! 
accept ’). The same questions are then put to the bridegroom, and he 
replies in identical terms. Whereupon, and this has been in some 
sense the custom of* Toledo from days earlier than the Council of 
Trent, the officiating priest 6r bishop at once says; ‘ And I, on the 
part of Cod the Father Almighty, and the Apostles Peter and Paul, 
and of Holy Mother Church, unite you in wedlock, and ratify this 
sacrament between you, in,the name of the Father, and of the Son, 
and of the Holy Ghost, Amen.’ ‘ 

I say that this usage is ‘ in some sense ’ of ancient date, for previous 
to the Covmcil of Trent the wording ran a little differently. Tlic 
priest in times gone by did not ,say ‘ unite in wedlock,’ but spmso 
VOS (‘ I betroth you’). Moreover, a rubric in the Toledan Manuale of 
1554 shows that this earlier part of the ceremony was at first only a 
ceremony of betrothal, and was intended to be something quite dis¬ 
tinct from the actual marriage. This difficult question of the relation 
of the sponsalia to the solemnizatio matrimonii, with the attendant 
problems which have led to so many lively controversies between 
jurists like Sohm and Friedberg, cannot be treated here, but it is 
worth while to point out how the traces of this old separation of the 
betrothal from the solemnization of matrimony meet us at every turn. 
In the ritual which was used a few weeks back, at the marriage of 
the Queen of Spain, the Cardinal-Archbishop still asked the bride 
whether she desired to take Alfonso for her sposo y marito by words 
de praesenti, in spite of the fact that in some sense the word sposo 
(which, as here used, means ‘ betrothed’) might, strictly speaking, be 
considered only appUcable to the case of sponsalia per verba de futuro. 
In England I am not aware that we have preserved in any of our 
service books an Order of Betrothal as distinct from that of matrimony, 
but it seems plain that the troth-plighting which stands at the begin¬ 
ning of the Sarum marriage ritual was originally framed with a view 
to mere betrothal. Where the bridegroom now says, according to the 
Book of Common Prayer, ‘ I take thee . . . till death us do part, 
according to God^s holy ordinance, and thereto I plight thee my tn)th,’ 
the italicised words have replaced what was originally a conditional 
clause. In the old Salisbury ritual, and in the form still used by 
Catholics in this country, both bride and bridegroom say: ‘ I take 
thee ’ &c. ‘ till death us do part, if Holy Church it mil ordain, and 
thereto I plight thee my troth.’ 

That this clause was, at any rate in some localities, understood as 
distinctly implying a condition de futuro is made clear from the very 
interesting ritual of St. Omer. This Use as late *as 1727 * provides 
a ceremony of betrothal which, ‘ according to the ancient and laudable 

' In the case of the neighbouring diocese of Arras we have a still later Eituale, 
printed in 1757, which provides a form for the sponsalia, closely resembling that of 
St. Omer, immediately before the actual marriage service. 
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custom of the Diocese,’ was to precede the actual marriage. At this 
preliminary ceremony the priest said : 

‘ N. 6te8-vous ici de votre libre volont6 pour fiancer N.N. ici pre¬ 
sente ? R. Oui, Monsieur. . , 

‘ Vous promettez done de la prendre en mariage dans le terns requis 
et convenable di la saiftte EgUse y consent ? ’ 

Thereupon the bridegroom puts his hand to his heart {manu pectori 
admota) and answers : • 

‘ Ou^ je le promets, devant Dieu et la sainte Eglise.’ ' 

After similarly questioning the bride the priest bids them clasp 
hands, and then, putting his hand upon theii^, he says : 

‘ And I, as a minister of the Church of God, in His name accept 
and approve this your mutual engagement {promissionem) ; in the 
name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost.’ 

To judge by other ritjials, e.g. that of Rheims, in which the 
period is more exactly specified, the terns requis et convenable within 
which the engagement should be carried into effect was forty days, 
and it was apparently the custom in many places to publish the banns 
during this interval. All this having been duly performed, the parties 
again present themselves to be married by verba de pracsenti ■v^diere- 
upon the priest is directed to say politely to the bridegroom {dicit 
sponso, eum urbane compellans ): 

‘ N. vous promites au jour de vos fian^ailles que vous epouseriez 
N.N. ici presente, si la sainte .Eglise y consentoit. La sainte Eglise 
y consent. La voulez-vous ? ’ 

‘ Yes,’ answers the bridegroom ; or, in Flemish, ‘ Jae ick.’ 

When the bride has also said ‘Jae ick’ in answer to a .similar 
question, the priest bids them clasp hands, and then wraps the clasj^ed 
hands in-the extremity of his stole. Then they 'mutually pledge 
their troth in words which approach rather closely to our familiar 
English form: 

‘ N. je vous prens pour ma femme et mon epouse ; ct je vous 
promets par la foi que je dois a Dieu, et sur ma part'de Paradis que 
je vous serai fiddle mary et que je ne vous abandonnerai jamais, mais 
que je vous assisterai en toutes vos necessites autant qu’il plaira. ^ 
Dieu nous laisser ensemble, comme il le commande et que la sainte 
Eglise I’ordonne.’ 

All this is not perhaps so far removed from the subject of this 
paper as might at first sight appear, for the marriage rituals of certain 
dioceses, notably St. Omer, Arras, Cambrai, and Liege, which lie in, or 
on the borders of, the Low Countries, show many points of resemblance 
not only amongst’themselves but with our English Uses on the one 
hand, and with those of Spain on 'the other. Without in the least 
insisting on the point, I venture to make the suggestion that if any 
future liturgiologist should seek to account for the resemblances 
wliich exist in the marriage ritual of the Use of Salisbury and that 
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of Toledo, it will be worth his while to look for a solution in the direc¬ 
tion of Bruges and the Low Countries. But the defective liturgical 
records of earlier ages make all such investigations full of difficulty. 

Be this, however, 'as it may, there can be no doubt that the use 
of some previous betrothal ceremony (sponsalia) as distinct from the 
solemnization of marriage was almost universal in the Middle Ages 
throughout Western Europe. I am inclined to believe that it at 
first possessed no religious •character, and that, when that religious 
character h&d been gradually acquired, the sponsalia alwayg tended 
towards amalgamation with the marriage service. This amalgama¬ 
tion has clearly taken place in the ritual both of England and Toledo; 
but we know, from the direct evidence of the Toledan Manuale of 
1554, that the first portion of the service which we have hitherto 
been considering belongs, properly speaking,* to the office of the 
betrothal. , 

Let us turn now to the third of the three sections into which we 
have supposed the marriage service divided. This last portion, 
as was to be expected, is only imperfectly represented in the Book 
of Common Prayer, It consisted essentially in the celebration of 
Ma8S*>^th a special Epistle and Gospel, special Collects, and above 
all a long and solemn form of blessing. This blessing is one of the 
most ancient formularies in all the liturgy of the Church. It is cer¬ 
tainly much older than the time of Bt. Gregory the Great, and it is 
found in those two venerable collections of Mass prayers wliich arc 
respectively known to us as the Leonine and the Gelasian Sacramen- 
taries. In spite of all the diversities of local usage, this solemn 
benediction with its introductory nrayer has formed part of the 
Nuptial Mass almost everywhere tliroughout Western Christendom. It 
was employed in 'all the English Uses before the Reformatiqn, and can 
be traced back in this country to Saxon times. It still survives in 
the ritual of Toledo, as in that of Rome; and the Toledan Manuale 
of 1554, after the introductory corda (‘Lift up your hearts’) 

and Gfraiias agdmus (‘ Let us give thanks’) &c., prints it with a full 
musical notation—the solemn chant, in fact, which is distinctive of an 
eucharistic preface. Whether the nuptial benediction was still sung to 
this chant the other day at the marriage of the young King and Queen 
of Spain I am unable to say, but it is certain that identically the same 
words of blessing were'"either read or sung over them which were 
spoken over our English Queens a thousand years ago. They are the 
same words which were twice at a later date listened to by the unfor¬ 
tunate Catherine of Aragon^—the same as those which consecrated 

* Queen Catherine's experience,in this’matter must have been almost unique. It 
is a principle enshrined in the text of the Canon Law that a bride who has once 
received the nuptial benediction must not receive it a second time, if she marries 
again. But in 1509 it was recognised that Catherine’s marriage with Prince Arthur 
had never been consummated; hence in her second nuptials with Henry slie was 
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that famous mother of heroes, the English Princes^ Philippa of 

Lancaster,'’ who became Queen of Portugal in 1387 and is an ancestress 
of the Spanish royal family. In the Book of Common Prayer the 
greater part of this nuptial blessing is still retained, though it has, 
of course, lost t^at exceptional* soleiAnity which is imparted to it by 
its insertion in j-he vej;y canon of the Mass. Still, even in the Anglican 
service its position, at the close of the rite, makes it conspicuous. 

O God [so it rum], who by thy mighty powe» hast made all things of nothing ; 
who also (after othcif things sot in order) didst appoint that out of*man (created 
after thine own image and similitude) woman should toko her beginning, and 
knitting them together didst teach that it should never bo lawful to put asunder 
those whom thou by Matrimony hadst made one: @ God, who hast conseeratod 
the state of Matrimony to such an excJfellent mystery that in it is signified 
and represented the spiritual marriage and unity betwixt Christ and his Church, 
look mercifully upon these thy servants &c. 

In this last word, lio\^ever, and to sonic extent throughout the 
rest of the Anglican prayer, we may notice a change which alters 
substantially the character of the blessing. The Latin says respice 
jyropif.ius super lianc famulatn tuani (‘ look mercifully upon this thy 
handmaid ’) ^not ‘ servants,’ in the plural). And, indeed, the mqj^care¬ 
fully the ancient text is examined, the more clear it becomes that 
this solemn blessing was intended, at least primarily, for the bride 
alone. As Mgr. Duchesne has pointed out, this aspect of the case 
becomes quite unmistakable when we look at the wording of the Hanc 
iijitur in the Leonine Sacramentary. The Nuptial Mass was, in fact, 
the consecration of the woman to the married state with its new 
duties, just as in the Mass de Virgine vclanda the maiden was con¬ 
secrated to Christ in the estate (f£ virginity. One is gfad to find that 
in the Toledan ritual the* memory of this conception of the early 
Christian (Jenturies is kept alive by a custom which has unfortunately 
almost disappeared from the other Churches of the West. In the 
ancient Leonine Sacramentary the whole Mass is entitled velatio nup- 
tialis (‘ the nuptial veiling’). The putting on of the* jlammcum (the 
flame-coloured veil) was for the Homan peo))le, even before the Christian 
era, the most conspicuous external sign of a woman’s marriage. This 
was a change to the outwjird eye which affected the bride alone, not 
the husband; and it is not surprising that when the t’hristiau Church 
consecrated this ceremony by a special ritiml it was for the bride 
that the Mass was offered, and it was upon her, at least primarily, 
that a blessing was invoked. 

Now this special point of view was no doubt to some extent lost 

permitted to enjoy all*the privileges of a maid. For instance, she was married in a 
white dress with her hair down, and presumably wore no gloves. 

’ She was the daughter of John of Gaunt an^ consequently the sister of King 
Henry IV. All her children were famous. One of them, Ferdinand, was beatified, 
and two others, Don Pedro the Traveller and Prince Henry the Navigator, are 
honoured amongst Portugal’s greatest men. 
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sight of when in the Middle Ages a canopy or pall or veil was extended 
equally over both bridegroom and bride during the nuptial benediction. 
This was the case in the Sarum and the other English Uses, and the 
same custom seems to have been familiar in many parts of France 
and Germany. But in Spain* a distinction is made ; the veil envelops 
the bride completely and covers her head, bjit it drapes only the 
shoulders of the bridegroom. This usage is not peculiar to Toledo. 
The Seville Manuale of 1494 gives exactly the same directions. The 
veil is to b® pull over the bride and bridegroom •'immediately after 
the Elevation of the Host, and is to cover the bride’s head and the 
bridegroom’s neck.* Indeed, we are led to infer from the words of 
St. Isidore of Seville (f ()36) that in his day only the bride was covered 
by the veil.® But, what is even more striking, in the Toledan Manuale 
of 1554 the priest, at the conclusion of the nuptial blessing, is directed 
to lay his hand and the book from which he has been chanting upon 
the head of the bride {fonat manum et librum super caput mulieris), 
nothing being said of the bridegroom. This last rubric has disappeared 
in the later Toledan rituals, and I am unable to say how far these 
details were carried out in the recent ceremony at Madrid. It is clear, 
however, even from the newspaper accounts of the cefremony, that 
the peculiar custom of the jugale> which was described by St. Isidore 
thirteen hundred years ago, has lasted even to our own day. After 
the nuptial blessing a band or ribbon was thrown round the mamed 
pair, binding them together, and in this way symbolising their union. 
The later rituals speak of this as a custom not everywhere observed, 
and they say nothing of the colour of the jugale or ribbon. St. Isidore 
tells us it ought to be white and crimson, the same colours which the 
rituals assign for the veil. * 

The only other point which it seems worth while to iiotice in this 
portion of the service is the concluding words of the Spanish ceremony 
—words which, so far as I am aware, do not occur in the mediaeval 
rituals of England, France, or Germany. Taking the bride by the 
right hand, the priest gives her into the charge of the bridegroom, 
saying : ‘ I give you a helpmate and neft a slave. Love her as Christ 
loved His Church.’ There have been times in the world’s history, 
no doubt, when such an admonition was not entirely superfluous, even 
if it'be superfluous to-day ; and it speaks creditably for the Church’s 
efforts as guardian of morals that in the seventeenth-century rituals 
of far-off Mexico this same solemn warning was not only preserved 
but amplified and insisted upon. 

And now, turning to the second portion of the marriage service— 
that which intervenes between the two sections already considered— 

* ‘ Alfado el corpus Christi cubran los uoTios oou un velo, al norio por ol cuello y 
a la noviti por cima de la oabe^a.’ 

^ De h'cclesiaattcis Officiia, bk. II. oap. 20. He tells us that this veil was 
popularlj called viavors. He .also recalls the act of Bebeoca in Gen. xxiv. 65. 
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we find ourselves confronted by a rather greater difficuKy. Wc can 
say of the first that it is, as the Toledan Manuale definitely states, 
only the medieeval betrothal rite slightly adapte4 for its new position. 
The third is the consecration, by^solenjn Alass and special prayers, of 
that velatio or veiHng of the bride which was distinctive of the Roman 
marnage relatioft, and Vhich is indicated by the very word nuhere.*' 
As for the central portion, I think we shall have to come to the con¬ 
clusion that it is the resultant of various deeply rooted folk customs, 
mainly Teutonic and pagan in origin, but Christianised and partly 
Romanised by contact with'the Church. Let us begin with the 
Book of Common Prayer, in wliich, after the parties have plighted 
their troth, the service proceeds as foHows : 

Then shall they again loose their hands, and the Man shall give unto the 
Woman a ring, laying the same upon the book together with the accustomed 
duty to the Priest and Clerk. And the Priest, taking the ring, shall deliver it 
unto the Man to put it upon tho fourth finger of the Woman's left hand. And 
the Man, holding the ring there and taught by the Priest, shall say : ‘ With this 
ring I thee wed, with my body I thee worship, and with all my worldly goods 
I thee endow. Li the name of the Father, and of tho Son, and of the Holy Ghost. 
Amen.’ Then, the Man leaving tho ring upon tho fourth finger of the Woijjjan’s 
left hand, they shall both kneel down, and the Minister shall say: ‘ Let us i>ray. 
O eternal God ’ &c. 

This precise wording has been in use ever since the Prayer Book 
of J552, but in the first edition prepared by Cramner and others in 
1545) wc notice certain differences, which I italicise: 

Then shall they agayne looco theyr hande.8, and the jnau shall give unto tho 
woman a ring and other tokens of spousage, as goldc or silver, laying the same 
upon the boko. And the priest, taking lljc ring, shall deliver it unlo the man : to 
put it upon the fourth finger of tho woman's loft hando. And the man, taught 
by tho priest,^Bhall say : ‘ With thy.s ring T thee wed, thys goldt and silver I the.c 
geve, with my Ubdy I thee warship, and with all my worldly goods I (hco cndowc. 
In tho name of tho Father, and of tho Sonuc, and of tho Holy Ghost. Amen.’ 

As was to be expected, the form of 1549 keeps closer to the ])re- 
Reformation Sarum ritual. Indeed, the only two points of moment 
iji which it differs from the older customs are, first, the omission of 
any form of blessing for tho ring ; and, secondly, the change in tlie 
manner of putting it on. According to all the English Uses, the ring 
was put upon the bride’s right liand in the manner indicated in the 
following rubric : • 

Then lot tha Bridegroom put the ring on tho thumb of tho Bride, saying: 
‘ In the name of the Fat^pr ’; on tho first linger, ‘ and of tho Son on tho second 
finger, ‘and of the Holy Ghost’; on the third finger, ‘Amen.’ And there lot 
him leave it, because i» that finger there is a certain vein which reaches to tho 
heart,’ and by tho purity of the silver is signified tho inward affection wliich 
ought over to bo fresh between them. • 

* Nubere viro, a phrase used only of the woman, means ‘ to put on the veil for a man. ’ 

’ This idea is found in pagan sources, c.g. Maorobius, as early as tho third century, 
and it has thenoe been adopted by St. Isidore and by the Corpus Juris. 

• VoL. LX«-No. 353 
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Let me add tliat as regards the giving of gold and silver to the 
bride, and as to the order to be followed in the ring ceremonial, the 
Catholic Church in tjiis country has adhered closely to the Sarum rite. 
The left hand has now been,substituted for the right in receiving 
the ring, but even that change was not made before the middle of 
the eighteenth century. Our more immediate concern, however, 
is with the Toledan ritual; and though this in general shows a striking 
agreement with the old Sklisbury Use, still it has some remarkable 
peculiarities of its own. For this reason it will te well to,q[Uote the 
rubrics of the Manuale of 1554 in full; ' 

<k 

Then let him [the priest] count t^e arrhac, which ought to lie thirteen j^icces 
(denarioa ); and when they have been laid upon a plate, together with two rings, 
let him perform the blessing of the arrhae and the rings in the following terms. 

Four prayers follow, which it seems unnecessary to quote at 
length, and then the rubric continues : 

Here let the bishop or priest take one of the rings between his throe first 
fingers, saying, ‘ Bless, O Lord, this ring, that its [circular] form may be a protection 
to Tuodcsty ’: and let him give it to the bridegroom, beginning with the thumb 
of his right hand, while he says, ‘ In the name of the Father, and of the Son, and 
of the Holy Ghost—Amen,’ passing down through the following lingers as 
far as the third; and there let him leave the ring, or on the fourth finger if he so 
pi-efor. And in like manner let him take the other ring and bless it as before, 
and give it to the bridegroom. Then he, holding it w'ith the same three fingers 
as was done by the bishop or priest, shall give it to his bride in the same manner 
in which ho received his own ring, wliile the bishop or priest says aloud, along 
with the bridegroom, ‘ My bride, I espouse thee (Esposa, yo te esposo) in the name 
of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost. Amen.’ And the bishop 
or priest ought to direct him in this, on account of the shyness which on such 
occasions keeps .people tongue-tied. Then let him present the arrkae in this 
manner. He [the priest] must join together the bridc’.s hands below, and then 
lay on top the hands of the bridegroom, while he places the arrhie in the bride¬ 
groom’s hands, saying (with him), ‘ My bride, I give you these arrluic in token 
of our marriage {en aenal de matrimonio), and with my body I you w orship 
con mi cuerpo tbs konrro), as our holy Mother the Church of Rome enjoins.’ Then 
let her answer, ‘ I accept them,’ and lay them down upon a plate. 

After this the wedding party, before the Nuptial Mass is celebrated, 
rAove from the porch—where all this has been supposed to be going 
on—to the entrance of the sanctuary, the priest conducting the bride¬ 
groom by the hand, and the bridegroom with his other hand leading 
his hride. Meanwhile the Psalm Beati om,nes (Ps. cxxvii., al. cxxviii.) is 
recited, just as in the Sarum rite. The same Psalm, it may be noticed, 
is still retained in the Book of Common Prayer, tfiough in the Anglican 
service the procession is now oidy made from ‘ the body of the church ’ 
to ‘ the Holy Table.’ 

It would be superfluous to call attention to the slight modifications 
of this order which have been introduced in the later editions of 
the Toledan Manuale. With very trifling exceptions the descrip- 
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tion just quoted represents what actually took place in Madrid on 
the 31 st of May last.. But a few words must be said about the origin 
and significance of these two striking features in the marriage service 
—the arrhae, which have now practically ^sappeared from the Anglican 
ritual as well as. from the Roman, and the wedding-ring, which is 
almost everywhere retained by Catholics and Protestants alike. 

The arrhae were a Roman institution, and the word itself, arra 
or arrabo or arrha, was in use in Romaji l^w. It represented the 
earnest money or deposit which it was customary for thfi purchaser 
to pay ^own upon fixing the; terms of certain forms of contract. If 
he who gave the arrha refused to perfect the pontract, he forfeited it; 
if he who had received the arrha refused to perfect the contract, he 
was obliged to return, double the amount of the arrha. How far 
the arrha, in connection with the marriage contract among Teutonic 
peoples, developed out of the Teutonic laurtegild, or how far it was 
borrowed from the Romans with the spread of Christianity, it is not 
quite easy to determine'. . 

Closely associated with the arrha was the ring {anulus). The 
arrha among the Romans, even for any ordinary sale, constantly 
tf)ok the form’ of a valuable ring, and this happened the more d^dily 
because the ring itself was regarded as a token of fidelity. But we 
know in particular that after a Roman betrothal a ring {anulus fro- 
nubiis) was given to the fiancee — {et digito pignus fortasse dedisti, says 
Juvenal to an engaged man).* Possibly other payments were also 
made concomitantly in coin, but the ring alone pledged the good 
faith of the donor; and if he failed to keep hi^ engagements by pro¬ 
ceeding to actual marriage, the ring was forfeit. In- this way we 
find that the words anulo ^dei suharrhatu (‘ engaged by the ring of 
fidelity’) had become a,stereotyi)ed phrase amongsf early Christian 
writers, from St. Ambrose onwards. In the famous, though concise, 
account of the preliminaries of marriage contained in the letter of 
Pope Nicholas to the Bulgarians in a.d. 8(56 we hear of the ‘ betrothal 
made with arrhae through the adorning of the bride’s finger with a 
ring of fidelity.’ ” How far Teutonic institutions with their vKotuma 
and morgengifu &c. were able to jassimilate tliis system cannot 
be discussed here, but we may note that the practice of giving a ring 
before marriage, either as an arrha or as a religious symbol of fidehty, 
was clearly familiar at an early date to Franks, Visigoths, and Lombards. 
Thus in the. code of Chindaswindus, the Visigoth King (641-652), 
we read, in connection with a betrothal, of anulus arrharwm, nomine 

datus ; ** while Gregor}’’ of Tours tells us of a certain St. Leobard who 

• 

* ‘ Et poBtquara arrbis Bponsam sibi spohsuR pgr digitam fidei a se anulo insig- 
nitum deBpondr-rit, dotemquc uirique placitatn, sponsuB ei cum Hcripto pactum hoc 
continente coram invitatia ab utraqiie parte tradideri ant mox aut apto tempore- 
ambo ad nuptialia foedera perducuntur.’— Harduin, v. 354. 

• Leges Visigothorum (Ed. Zeumer), p. 88. 
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promised the arrha to his fianefe, and who seemingly kept the promise 
by giving her a ring.’® 

None the less, though the bestowal of the wedding-ring and the 
giving of coins seem always to have been intimately associated in 
the marriage service, I am not sure that we can trace them safely 
to an imitation of Roman institutions. On the contrary the coins, 
or the ‘ gold and silver ’ of the Sarum Use, may much more probably 
be ci^nnected with the, Frankish system of betrothal j)er solidum el 
denarium ; *as we read that Clovis betrothed Cldtilde ‘ by sending 
envoys to her father to offer him a sohdus and a denarius, as was the 
custom of the Franks.’^" Moreover, the phrase recurs frequently 
in connection with betrothals in the early ITrankish formularies.*^ 
Now, although in Merovingian times the solidus was reckoned as the 
equivalent of forty denarii, this was very soon supplanted by a mone¬ 
tary system in which the solidus was worth only twelve denarii. A 
solidus (or sou) and a denarius (or denier) might thus be represented 
by thirteen deniers; and this, ns it seems to me, provides an obvious 
explanation of the number of thirteen coins which was prescribed 
for the arrhae not only in Toledo and Seville but in many dioceses 
of Fraiicc,*'' in which latter country it was often called tiie treizain. 

Wliichever way we take it, it seems clear that the delivery of 
coins to the bride must be regarded as originating ultimately in a 
betrothal ceremony analogous to that of a contract of sale. It is a 
survival of those ancient days when the bride was bought from her 
Irinsfolk or from those to whom the mundium or right of guardianship 
belonged. Thus in ittfessonce this earnest money was of the nature of 
an arrha, and it may properly be called by that name. Many still 
extant Anglo-Saxon laws relating to marriage show that even in this 
country the system of forfeiture for breach of contract wa? in active 
operation. 

We learn from the newspapers that in the recent royal wedding 
at Madrid the thirteen coins given by King Alfonso to his bride 
were gold pieces. It is possible that they are of some antiquity 
and specially struck for the purpose, being preserved from generation 
to generation as part of the regalia. Among private families in 
France many such collections of treizains exist, often packed like 
jewellery in specially constructed leather cases. Sometimes these 
are coins struck for th«; purpose, with suitable devices and mottoes; 

Vita Leohardi, M. G. H. Scriptores Merovingici, i. p. 741. 

" See the so-called Fredegariiis, bk. ill. c. xviii. (Ed. K|^UBch) m the M. G. IT. 
Scriptores Merovingici, ii. p. 100. 

>= ‘ Parentibus nostris oonvenit ut ego te solido et denario seoundiim legem salicam 
Bponsai-e deberera.’— Formula Lindenbrogii, Ixxv. Many other examples might be 
quoted. . 

” Among those dioceses may be mentioned Ehaime—where ten of the pieues were 
kept by the priest and three only given to the bride—St. Omer, Autun, Arras, Cambrai 
Ac. See an article on the treizain in the Travaux of the Aoaddmio do Bheims, 
vol. Ixxxvii. 1891. 
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sometimes they are merely ancient pieces which, when made of 

silver or bronze, have been gilded and put aside for this use. The late 
M. Poey d’Avant, the numismatist, who formed an extensive collection 

of these treizains, was inclined to think that thh usage dates back to 

• * * ^ 

Carolingian times. 

Finally, the use of two wedding-rings in the Toledan and other 
Spanish rituals seems to me to favour the view of Dr. Brambleonc,' ' 
that even at an early date the ring ampng Teutonic peoples is not 
so much to be regarded as part of the arrhae for the purchase of the 
bride as a religious symbolj emblematic of fidelity, wliicli owes its 
retention to ecclesiastical influence. It may be pointed out that 
both in the Pontifical of Egbert and in the so-called Durham Ritual 
we have a form of blessing for the ring, as also again in the Coronation 
Order of Queen Judith, the second wife of our Sax'on King Ethelwulf. 
As at this early period we have very little trace of any religious 
ceremony connected with marriage except the Nuptial Mass, this 
would seem to show that the blessing of the ring led the way in the 
direction of a fuller service. Moreover, the contents of these short 
[u-ayers of blessing do not in any way suggest that the ring was then 
regarded as emblematic of an endowment. The ring must, iwdecd, 
in its origin be regarded as an eTigagement ring ; but it is as a wcddii^- 
ring that the Church has adopted it and consecrated it with special 
benedictions. 

, Herbert Thurston,’ S.J. 

P.S.—Since the above article was in typ<? I have been enabled, 
through the kindness of the Bishop of Nottingham, who assisted 
C!ardinal Sancha in the marriage ceremony at Madrid, to examine a 
printed copy of the ritual used upon the occasion. The following 
points may be of interest to hturgical students : 

(1) The Toledan ritual, as described above, was closely followed 
in almost every particular. 

(2) Two rings were blessed and given, as stated,* but the words 
‘ 1 espouse thee ’ were not used. 

(3) In the procession from the body of the chnrcJi to the altar the 
Cardinal did not actually take the King by the hand. 

(4) The nuptial blessing in the Mass was read, not chanted, and 
the celebrant did not lay his hand or book on *he head of the biide. 

(5) Both the’ veil and the jugate were used as described. 

. H. T. 

'* See his admirable paper ‘ Dio subarrhutio cum aiiulo ’ in the DcuhcJic Zcitschrifl 
fur Kirchenrecht, vol. x. 1901, pp. 311-310. 
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CONSERVATIVE ORGAN/SAT/ON AND^ THE 
AGRICULTURAL LABOURERS 
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The reorganisation of the Conservative party is no doubt an indis¬ 
pensable step towards the recovery of its former efiiciency, and all 
Conservatives therefore must be glad to see that measures arc now 
being taken for reconstructing the party machinery on a broader 
and more popular basis. We see from the announcement in the 
Times of the 6th of last month that the party managers are now 
fully <i]ivc to the mischief that has been done by too'exclusive an 
adherence to the traditions and methods of the past, when the changes 
which have been wrought in the electorate should at least have 
suggested to them some corresponding change in their attitude towards 
the rank and file. In a word, ‘ prom 9 tion from the ranks ’ has now 
become a necessity. There are thousands of voters among the working 
classes who have done ell they could to promote the success of Conser¬ 
vative candida,tes ; and no man, says Johnson, ‘ is well pleased to see 
his all neglected, be it ever so little!’ It is almost certain, I think, 
that the cause of Conservatism has suffered among this clas^ of voteis 
from a feeling that their exertions in support of it have not been 
sufficiently recognised, and from the indifference and discontent 
which such a feeling, be it well or ill founded, is certain to engender. 
Efforts no doubt will be made to counteract the effects of this mistake ; 
to bring the Conservative artisan or peasant into closer touch with 
the local leaders; to sharpen his interest in the political contest by 
giving him a share in its management, and to raise his self-respect 
by investing him with new responsibilities. 

Lectures, pamphletsi leaflets, may do a good deal in time to efface 
the misrepresentations which a liberal use of these instruments by 
the other side has impressed upon the working man. They have 
penetrated into every country village and into every alley and every 
yard in our towns and cities. Where they have gone they must be 
followed. The peasantry must be given the chance, at all events, of 
hearing one side as well defended as the other. Eut no doubt the 
party managers are well aware that the political centre of all rural 
proselytism lies elsewhere. It is not in the lecture room or the 
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reading room that the 'battle is fought. It is in the p\fblic-house. 
The village Solon, giving his little senate laws,with his circle of admirers 
round him, has more influence than a thousand lecturers. These 
are the men to be caught and to be employed^ Manaulay tells us 
bow the Roman Church would l^ive treated Wesley or Whitfield, and 
that is how the Conservative party ought to treat the village politician. 
Give him a post; give him dignity; make him feel that he has a 
mission. His work will lie among his own neighbours and among people 
who already look up to him. Such a mail as this will be listened to, 
when stifingers might preach in vain. His hearers will know him to 
be sincere, and will take a prfdc in a teacher who is chosen from their 
own ranks. • 

But, after all, organisation is liot everything. ‘ Organisation,’ 
says Mr. Chamberlain, ‘ at its best cannot create opinion; it can 
only secure that it is properly recorded.’ ^ Before organisation can 
do its work we must hav^ something to organise. What is the 
drill sergeant without his men ? What is discipline without an 
adequate force to give effect to it ? The Conservative party 
wants the raw material—converts and recruits; it wants enthu¬ 
siasm and cooiviction among a much larger body of supp^ters. 
Mr. Chamberlain, as we know, hopes to rebuild the Conservative party 
on the strength of a great fiscal reform which shall revive trade and 
agriculture, and combine Colonies and Mother Country into one 
impregnable empire able to defy the world. It is a noble vision, 
but it will take time to realise it* and the present emergency is pressing 
—indeed, another General Election is thought Jto be not far distant. 
There is also another idea, always very attractive to a certain class 
of minds, which, if capable of being reduced to practice, would, they 
think, deliver us from the dominion of faddism and self-seeking 
agitation of all kinds; ’ I mean the formation of a great National 
])arty. But how such a party is to be created, while the nation itself 
is split up into half a dozen different parties, all pulling different ways, 
it puzzles me to understand. According to my ownidaa. Conservative 
reorganisation should be conlJent with what its name implies, and 
study to build up a powerful defensive party which, if not strong 
enough to take office, would be able fo keep at ba)' the great Socialist 
attack all along the line, of which wo now hear the approaching foot¬ 
steps. ^ 

It seems to me that, after all the electoral changes wluch have 
taken jilace. Lord Beaconsfield’s definition of representation is still 
worth recalling. In England, at all events, he said, a representative 
assembly meant the representation of interests. And I cannot help 
thinking that the surest and soundest basis on which a politicral 
party can rest is some great national interest of which it should be 
the champion and protector. Such an interest in this country is 
* Letter to Mr. Edward Nettlefold, Times, March 8. 
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agriculture,'with which the Tory party has alw&ys been associated; and 
in striving to' repair the breach which, partly by their own fault, partly 
by the ‘ graceless zealots ’ who delight to set class against class, has 
of late years been affected in their ancient connection, the party 
would be acting in strict accoi'danoo with all their best traditions 
and most natiwal sympathies. 

The demand for small holdings among the agricultural peasantry 
is, I believe, on the increase, and I find on inquiry that neither 
District nor Parish Councils* have done much to satisfy it. I do not 
regret their failure, because I should very much prefer to see the satis¬ 
faction come from a difierent quarter. If Conservative reorganisation 
could proceed hand in hand with a wise agrarian reform, a great work 
might be accomplished. If the English aristocracy knew the things 
belonging to their peace, they would take up this question and make it 
their own wliile there is yet time. The Socialist party have their eye 
upon the land, and, unless forestalled by ‘the timely intervention of 
the present proprietors, may Icindle an agitation which it will be very 
difficult to allay. The example of Russia is not lost upon them, and 
unless our great territorial magnates can be beforehand with them, 
and, ill boating phrase, ‘ take their water,’ they may expect trouble. 
But it IS not for their own sakes alone that I make this suggestion. 
The necessity for a powerful Conservative party to oppose those 
measmes of ‘ a dangerously Socialistic chara(;ter,’ as the Duke of 
Devonshire described them last March, is becoming more obvious 
every day. Such a party will be required not only to-morrow and 
the next day, but for many a long year to come ; and I believe it can 
be formed, if what I will again call the ‘ Country Party ’ will bestir 
themselves, and look facts and temlencies in the face. Let them 
only regain the counties, and all will go well. 

The way to regain the counties is to satisfy the villagers. And 
for this purpose a large and well-organised system of peasant-farming 
should be inaugurated by the great landowners. It must not be the 
work only of a Jew individuals ; there must be a combination of the 
whole body throughout the kingdom. Every landowner with estates 
of a certain magm'tude should be able to set aside so many acres to 
be let out in small holdings. If he were a pecuniary loser by the 
proceas, he would be a gainer of what is far more valuable in the 
security which he would purchase for the rest of his property. Such 
a system as tliis, inaugurated and kept on foot by the whole landed 
aristocracy, would bind the peasantry to their natural leaders, check¬ 
mate the agrarian agitator, and insure to the agricWtural and landed 
interest sufficient weight in the House of Commons, not only to protect 
itself from all further assaults, but to protect the other institutions 
of the counlry from that combined attack which his Grace of Devon- 
.shire—no violen* Consf'rvative or panic-stricken alarmist—ladieves to 
be at hand. This can only be done, of course, by the formation of 
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a great Landowners’ Association, witli a common fund for ijuch expenses 
as the change may necessitate. The richer ones .must pay for the 
poorer, on the same principle as the equalisation of rates. I am 
familiar with the objection that landlords could Aot afford the expense 
of putting up new farm buildings and’hdmesteads. But it is difficult 
to believe that ^mon^ the whole landed aristocracy, from men with 
half a million a year down to men with five thousand, the money 
could not be found if all alike were in earnest. They could do it if 
they liked. We should have an organised combination,, embracing 
the wholfe landlord class from the Tweed to the Solent, who should 
take the matter into their own hands and give the labourers what 
they want, without any legislative interference. 

It must be remembered, with regard to the expense, that there arc 
others concerned besides those who depend exclusively on their 
rents. A very large and wealthy class are directly interested in the 
preservation of the present* land system, though they may nob have 
ail acre of their own. \11 to whom tlie pleasures of a country life 
arc dear—whether as sportsmen, naturalists, or agriculturists—would 
lose much of their enjoyment if the land were everywhere cut up into 
small plots, woods and wastes felled or grubbed up, game destssyed, 
and the general beauty of English country scenery defaced or ruined. 
Will they contribute pothing to the cost of an undertaking which may 
})rcvent such a calamity as this 1 There may be other difficulties 
in the way, apparent to those ^who are directly concerned with the 
management of land. But I will not believe that there can be any 
winch are absolutely insupejuble, if the landed interest were determined 
to carry out some such plan as I have suggested, and .to sacrifice a 
certain amount of income, should this be found necessary, in order to 
preserve the rest. The subdivision of tenancies, as pointed out by 
Mr. Scaweif Blunt, would undoubtedly inflict some hardship on 
sitting tenants, not to be altogether measured by the extent of their 
])ecuniary loss. But I do not see why this result should be inevitable. 
As tenancies expired, such arrangements might of cohrse be made 
without harm to anyone. And seeing that a good deal of land still 
remains unlet, and that in many parts of the kingdom the old race of 
farmers are not bringing up their sons to agriculture, there may in 
time, instead of the demand for small holdings among the peasantry, 
come to be a demand for small ^'holders among the^gentry. I still 
hope it may^be possible for the land-owning class to keep this great 
agrarian reform in their own hands, notwithstanding that the Radical 
party claim it as thefr special watchw’ord. Local authorities entrusted 
with it seem to have done little or nothing. 

And there is still time for the aristocracy to tal:e the initiative. 
For, mind, it is not proposed to cover the wiiole surface of the country 
with a network of small holdings, and to substitute Jo petite culture for 
la grande in all parts of Ibc kitigdora. To do so would defeat the 
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very object >^111011 I have in view. If the extension of small holdings 
on any considerable scale is to be permanent, it must be an economic 
success. Otherwise its ultimate effect would be only to create, in 
the second generatioft at all events, a class of miserable squatters, 
overloaded with debt and tot&lly unable to cultivate the soil properly. 
This would infallibly be the result of ‘ settling the labourer on the 
land,’ as the phrase runs, without regard to his fitness, in obedience 
to a doctrinaire theory according to which every individual has a 
right to it* To the compulsory and indiscriminate establishment 
of petty culture, with the aid of public money, is what I Hope the 
‘ party of commonsense,’ as Lord Goschen says, will never stand 
committed. In a few years the Recipients of such mistaken bounty 
would mostly be in the workhouse and their land a prey to thorns 
and thistles. The system would be utterly discredited, and a reaction 
would ensue, making small holdings more difficult to obtain than 
ever. Where not resumed by the landlords* they would be bought up 
by people who would not be such fools as to let them out again on 
similar conditions. 

All experience and all the evidence collected by the various Com- 
missiea^ which have made this question a special object of inquiry 
confirm the above. The Report of the Poor Law Commissioners 
in 1834, of the Commissioners appointed in 18G7 to inquire into the 
employment of women and children in agriculture, and of the Duke 
of Richmond’s Commission in 1880, a^l tell the same tale. At these 
three different periods the question of peasant-farming presented 
itself to a body of thoroughly competent inquirers in exactly the 
same light, ^ince the last-mentioned date I have made frequent 
inquiries myself in different parts of England, nearly always with the 
same result. In grass and dairy districts, which only form a small 
part of agricultural England, a man of average skill and Intelligence 
may do pretty well on a farm of six or eight acres ; and in the arable 
districts, or where grass and arable are mixed, he can make a small 
farm answer where he has some supplementary industry to fall back 
upon. In any ordinary village it will be found that it is the butcher, 
the publican, the blacksmith, or the carrier who prospers on five or 
six acres. But where none of these conditions exist, the successful 
man must possess qualifications not always found united in the 
average peasant. Sldlb industry, frugality, and self-denial will enable 
an agricultural labourer in most parts of England to gave a little 
money; his character will gain him credit for more, if he requires it, 
without having recourse to the money-lender, and then he may invest 
his little capital in a small farm with a reasonable prospect of thriving 
on it. Lord Wantage, who has been trying the experiment on a large 
scale at Lambourn, in Bcrlcshire, gave us, twenty years ago, *a very 
interesting account of the kind of man who makes peasant-farming 
pay. 
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He is a mftn who came from the North of £]iigland> whore he* saved money 
as an agricultural labourer. He has got seventeen acres, and is able to pay 
a good rent and redeem his land gradually at the same time. He has built. 
his own house at the cost of 151., a cowhouse and a shed*besides, and has fenced 
in his little property, which now bears {our aorea of good barley and four of oats, 
there being grass enough for a dairy and a stock of poultry which bring him in 
11. a week. He will sell hii com for 60Z. or 60/., and in his spare time he works 
on the road for 12s. a week. 

This, of coTiTse, is an exceptional case* I do not mean that only 
such men be entrusted with small farms. ’ But they 

should at least be reserved <or men who have proved, by their 
previous career, that they do possess in some measure the qualities 
essential to success. * 

And even so they can only be farmed at a profit under certain 
conditions. The average small holding should be no larger than a 
man can cultivate by himself with the help of his family, and without 
the expense of a horse. Such a man, however, is heavily handicapped 
at present by the claims of the schoolmaster. His boys should be free 
from school at thirteen at the latest, whether they have passed any 
required standard or not, and we should say that twelve would be a still 
better age. An intelligent boy is being educated all the time he is at 
work in the fields. He is learning his business, and what equivalent for 
this untaught wisdom he obtains by being kept at school till he is 
fourteen I have never yet been able to ascertain. The holder of a 
small farm who begins with a little capital and has the labour of his 
family to help him, who is also a man of more than average ability 
and industry, may be able to hold his own against bad seasons and 
accidental losses, by which the Ifiss qualified peasant-farmer is sm‘c 
to be overwhelmed. There, is a class of Liberal or Radical reformers 
who will not sec that you cannot cat your cake and have it. You 
cannot keep the boy at school till he is fourteen, and fulfil all the 
riecessary conditions of peasant-farming at the same time. You must 
moderate your zeal in one direction or the other. * 

All the evidence which I have been able to collect ® at intervals 
of forty, twenty-five, and thirteen years, coming down to the 
present date, forms an overwhelmmg mass of testimony to the 
failure of small farmers who have nothing else to depend upon, 
either to make a decent living for themselves or to cultivate the 
land efficiently. No really honest reformer v^o has the welfare of 
the peasanti^ at heart would wish to reproduce in every English 
county the statcsnfcn of Cumberland or the petty proprietors of 
Axholme. They vegetate, they cling to their little freeholds, but 
they live miserably, with few of the comforts, or sometimes even 
decencies, of ordinary domestic life. All tiie reports to which I have 
referred agree that wherever peasant-farmers or peasant-proprietors 

* Agricultural Labourer, by T. E. Kebbol, 1893. (Swan Sonneneebcin & Co.) 
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are found in England now wholly dependent on their land, their 
farming is bad, their mode of life wretched, and their debts ‘ crusliing.’ 
1. The evidence on which these reports are based is said by some of 
my more recent informants to be inadequate to support them. I hear 
from Lincolnshire that the Axholme proprietors are not so badly off 
as the Commissioners represent them. But, don tho whole, the pre¬ 
ponderance of testimony to the failure of peasant-farming in England, 
where not combined with some supplemental industry, is too great to 
leave any doubt of what should be om general coiJclusion. 

Nor is its probable effect on the condition of the peasantry them¬ 
selves the only thing to make us pause. The establishment of the 
petty culture system, as contemplated by one class of agrarian 
reformers, of whom many no doubt sincerely believe in it as the only 
solution of a great social problem, could only be effected at a cost 
which they may not perhaps have calcidated. It must necessarily 
involve the gradual, if not the speedy, extinction of the ordinary 
tenant-farmer as we now know him, and the destruction of a very 
valuable link in the social chain, wliich we should deplore when it 
was too late. Consider the effect of withdrawing from every village 
in England the five or six men of capital and intelligence who now 
rent the land. More than that. If we have no tenant-farmers to 
fill parochial offices, the want of them must be supplied by Govern¬ 
ment officials, and thus our whole system of local self-government 
would be destroyed at a blow. 

In order to prevent the suggestion here advanced from being 
banned as utterly unpractical it was necessary to show within what 
limits its operations would be confined ; and to this end it was further 
necessary to show that to extend small holdings to the peasantry 
indiscriminately—to create, that is, a large population exclusively 
dependent for their livelihood on a few acres of land—would only bo 
a cruel kindness to the majority and a great injury to the public, 
not only by the extinction of a valuable class of society, but by the 
deterioration of the soil which must inevitably follow. The Land- 
owners’ Association therefore would hot be called upon to take up 
the visionary schemes of Socialistic enthusiasts whose zeal, whether 
realtor affected, is considerably in advance of their knowledge, but 
only to provide for the legitimate aspirations of men qualified to succeed 
in the position which they desire to occupy. In every parish or 
lordship in England there are probably to be found among the 
peasantry a few such men, and if on the estate,, of which the parish 
formed a part, a few hundred acres were cut up, as opportunity 
offered, into small holdings ranging from ten to fifteen acres, I think 
the labourers would be satisfied ;’for they would all sec a future before 
them—^tho possibility of rising by their own exertions into a liighcr 
sphere—a possibility which is one of the great attractions of the 
town. A man does not rise from a shopboy to be a shopkeeper 
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without serving his time at the counter, or practising the economy 
and acquiring the knowledge which are necessary to give him his 
chance. It is a question, after all, of the survival of the fittest. The 
peasant must take his chance with other working men. He must 
fight his way to 9 . farm as others fight their way to a shop, by the 
exercise of the eame virtues ; and this being thoroughly understood, 
a good deal of the difficulty described by Mr. Scawen Blunt would 
disappear. , 

Mr. Blunt in his interesting article refers to the condition of la 
fetUe cutture in foreign countries, and all that he says goes to show 
that no great change has taken place in it since 1893, when my 
latest inquiries were made. Two gentlemen were appointed in 1880 
to report on the condition of agriculture in France, Holland, and 
Belgium, and they say in their reports what Mr. Scawen Blunt says 
now. Continental writers on the subject say nothing to make us 
doubt its substantial accuracy. Dr. Voelcker, M. Laveleye, M. 
Lavergne, M. Foville, though not all agreeing as to the exact condition 
of the peasant-farmer, say quite enough to show that his condition 
on the whole is inferior to that of the English agricultural labourer; 
while those who speak in favour of the system as existing orf the 
C’ontinent give us clearly to understand that in their opinion it would 
be a mistake to introduce it into England. M. Laveleye, who is an 
advocate of la fetite culture in his own country, nevertheless prefers 
the English system in the abstract. He suggests, what I myself suggest, 
lhat a larger admixture of small farmers with large ones might be 
])encficial; and that is just what I wish to see recagnised by the landed 
aristocracy, who for their own eakes, if for no other reasons, should 
come forwanl as the voluntary inaugurators of the new regime, and 
not wait tiU it is forced upon them from without. 

I think, if the work of Conservative reorganisation could be carried 
on in connection with a wide and well-considered scheme of agrarian 
reform, under the direction and management of the great body of 
landed proprietors, our rural troubles would be approaefting a termina¬ 
tion. And with these how many others ! The thorough and hearty 
reconciliation of these ancient friends, the peasantry and the gentry, 
would mean the desiccation of other social sores. With the whole 
landed interest presenting one united front in defence of our national 
institutions, the party of destruction, howevar honest their inten- 
tious, could make but little ])rogrc8s. They cannot object to being 
so called, as some prominent members of the Labour party have 
recently announced that their policy is to ‘ destroy ’ landlordism, 
denominationalism, and whatever other ‘ isms ’ stand in the way of that 
English Utopia which is eventually to revvard their exertions. And 
when I'speak of the whole landed interest I do not mean only the 
actual proprietors and cultivators of the soil. There arc, I have 
already said, hundreds and thousands|of Englishmen only less deeply 
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interested ii^ the maintenance of our territorial system than the 

gentry and nobility themselves. This is not a question only of squires 
and rectors, of Dukes and Earls. There is a great body of wealthy 
men, lying outside of the territorial class, who are, nevertheless, indebted 
to it for some of their greatest pleasures and most healthy recreations. 
Lawyers, merchants, doctors, professional men and men of business, 
who have worked hard for their money, all hasten to spend it on such 
enjoyments as without the existence of large estates would be un¬ 
attainable.* The London banker should consider how much he is 
concerned in keeping together the acres of the Yorkshire' baronet. 
The landed interest, for the purpose now under consideration, extends 
over a very wide area—^legal, commercial, medical, and into the regions 
of literature and art. The system as it now exists affords, through field 
sports, the best possible training for our officers. From almost every 
point of view the abolition of large estates would be a national disaster. 
No system is without its abuses. Some properties may be too large. 
But I am speaking only of the general principle. I have no space to 
enlarge on the moral and social influence, on the practical usefulness 
and gratxiitous public services, of the English aristocracy. Mr. Glad- 
stonashas done that once and for ever. And I ask again : Should not 
every motive of patriotism and self-interest combine to urge on the 
holders of this great position the wisdom and the duty of making some 
sacrifice to secure and perpetuate it ? Let them, I repeat, once regain 
the counties, and their future is secure. 

A political party deserving of the name should not be. dependent 
on the fluctuating insidents of the hour; on the popularity of this 
or that question, or this or that temporary gust of passion. It should 
rest, if possible, on some solid principle, on some great national interest 
which raises it out of the sphere of ordinary .party cries and remains 
unaficcted by controversies of the second class. In the eighteenth 
century, and down to the middle of the nineteenth, both Whigs and 
Tories, or Liberals and CJonservatives, represented respectively two 
great national 'interests. But neither of them does now, and I think 
Conservative reorganisation should be directed towards the recovery 
of such a position as this for the defenders of what millions of English¬ 
men so highly value. It does not seem as if in adopting any such 
scheme as I have here suggested the landowners need part with any 
of their property unless they like. In various parts of England the 
peasant would rather rent a farm than purchase it; and if what I have 
ventured to indicate could be fully carried out, his landlord could 
afford to be an indulgent one. We must be prepared for a crisis, 
which, though it may not lie in the immediate future, is, humanly 
speaking, certain to be upon us at no remote date. The land question 
promises to be the next great question raised when the education 
controversy is either settled or suspended. Should a change of 
Government cause the whole Radical programme to be deferred for 
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some years, it will not have been abandoned, and the aristocracy 
would be wise to employ the interval in strengthening their own 
position and making themselves ready to meet H when it one^e more 
reappears. When that time arrives; I, sincerely hope that it may 
find the whole landed interest—gentry, yeomen, and peasantry—united 
and organised,* knit together not by the bonds of feudal authority 
or legal mastery, but by habits of kindly intercourse, generous con¬ 
sideration, and the revived force of old asgociations and gracious 
charities. * ’ 


T. E. Kebbel. 
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CONFLICT OR COMPROMISE? 


The opposition, to the Education*.Bill on the part of Churchmen iias 
been strong and imanimous beyond expectation. Hitherto, however, 
it has not been of a kind which contains any assured promise of success. 
To many this will appear a wholly unwarranted doubt. They will 
not admit that there is room for two opinions upon the manner in 
which the Bill is to be dealt with. For an example of resolute and 
unmistakeable utterance on this point I take the close of the Bisho]) 
of Manchester’s speech at the Lancashire Demonstration in the Albei t 
Hall 

IJccausc this Bill had insulted their Church, outraged their bcuso of public 
morality, and threatened their religious liberty, they would not have one line 
of it, they would reject it all from the first clause to the last; they would bid 
the Speaker pitch it into the Thames and turn the attention of rarliamcnt to 
some more useful legislation. 

The Bishop appar(?ntly thinlvS that the House of Commons will 
itself issue this mandate to Mr. Lowthcr. Mr. F. E. Smith, who 

I 

followed him, was less sanguine. The House of Commons, he concedes, 
may possibly pass the Bill with very few amendments. «• But the 
House of Lords remains, and there remains also the appeal to the 
country which the House of Lords can compel the Government to 
make. Of these two readings of the future Mr. Smith’s is probably 
the more accu/ate. There are no present signs of an impending 
Ministerial defeat in the House of Commons. That the Lords may 
either reject the Bill on the second reading or, by magical arts in Com¬ 
mittee, b(iwitch it into a changeling wliich Mr. Birrell will refuse .to 
acknowledge, is possible—-it may be more than possible. In cither 
case the Bishop of Manchester will have had his way in part and the 
Bill will have been rejected from the first clause to thcvlast. But 
will this result be the solid victory that the Bishop expects it to be ? 
That for the moment it will be a triumph of the first order no one' 
can deny. To have thrown out the chief Government measure in 
the first session of a new Parliament, and that a Parliament in which 
Ministers command an unexampled majority, might well turn the 
heads of any Opposition. But what about the duration of the triumph ? 
What about its value as a contribution to the ultimate settlement 
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of the question ? Even if the Bishop of Manchester’s prophecy 
proves true to the letter, and at the bidding of a repentant House 
of Commons the Speaker goes in procession to tl^e wall of the Terrace 
and pitches the Bill into the 'J'hamcs,.! greatly fear—the Thames 
being a tidal rivei—that the burden thus committed to its waters will 
only be carried‘to and fro between the two palaces of Westminster 
and Lambeth. Will this satisfy Churchmen who wish to see the 
religious difficulty, and with it the whole question of elementary 
education, cease to be a matter of political controversy ?* It is but 
a limited outlook that is contented with an isolated success. The 
wider view takes into account the legislation.that is to follow as well 
as that which is cast on one side as worthless. Those who look to 
the Lords for help must take what help the Lords give them, and 
the Lords, left to themselves, will give them whatever they tliink 
will best advance the interests of the Conservative party. I do not 
blame them for doing this. Politicians naturally put politics first. 
But Churchmen will do well to bear this in mind when they are asked 
to trust themselves to the guidance of political allies. If they allow 
the Lords to frame amendments for them they will have no right to 
complain if they find, themselves committed to dangerous concessions 
or profitless demands. To discredit a Government is an easier, and 
to politicians a more tempting, achievement than to devise a com¬ 
promise which shall sacrifice no principle and give occasion to no 
resistance. • 

These objections will not, it is true, apply to a rejection of the 
Bill on the second reading. In that case no alfernative scheme need 
be put forward. The question T^iU remain where it was before the 
January elections. But ought the maintenance of the staius quo to 
be a matte^ of rejoicing-to C’hurchmen ‘i Have they found the rela¬ 
tions between Cliurch schools and the Local Authorities so satisfactory 
that they need only ask to have them made permanent ? Will they 
be content, after all that has been said in petitions^ and at jniblio 
mcc.tings about the right of oi\try into Provided schools, to sec them 
remain close undenominational preserves ? Even if their love for 
tl)ings as they are goes these lengths,*what chance have they of being 
jwrmitted to indulge it ? The objections to the Act of 1902, of which 
so much was heard six months ago, arc not wholly imaginary. Passive 
Resistance is a fact, and, unless it is to rem£fln a fact, the financial 
basis of the Act of 1902 must be changed. EvcJi if the fondest ho])cs 
of the opponents cjf Mr. Birrell’s Bill are realised, and it and the 
Liberal Government disappear together, the Education question 
will be still with us. The next Cabinet will not, any more than its 
predecessors, be able to let it alone. Mr# Balfour will again under¬ 
take the preparation of an Education Bill, and the question will 
once more be in the hands of the party which insisted on the adop¬ 
tion of the Kenyon-Slaney Clause, and values Church teaching in 

VoL, kx— No. soa L 
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proportion its it is indistinguishable from undenominational teaching. 
T am not even sure that the zeal for parents which is so marked in 
the opposition to the Bill at this moment would survive a change of 
Government. Mr. Gripps indeed makes the assertion of ‘ the inalien¬ 
able right of parents to select that form of religious teaching which in 
their heart and conscience they believe to be best for the spiritual 
needs of their children,’ a main ground of his opposition to the 
Bill. This new-born ■ faith in the ‘ inalienable right ’ might well 
have been accompanied by some signs of rej)cutancc for the years 
during which it has been ignored. Lancashire was all-powerful 
with the Government v'hich framed the Act of 1902, but that measure 
made no mention of parents. In every single school area they wore 
left to choose between having their children taught the religion of 
the Foundation Managers and leaving them, so far as the school 
went, without any religious teaching at all. 1 rejoice at the change 
which has come over Churchmen in tliis respect. Adversity has 
proved a wholesome teacher. But I should like to see them rather 
more conscious how complete a change it is. 

If, then, any good result is to come of the opposition to Mr. Birrell’s 
proposals, it must come by way of amendment rather than of rejeclion. 
Is there no compromise which the Government might be disposed 
to accept rather than risk cutting short the life of the infant Parlia¬ 
ment ? Such a compromise must face without flinching the actual 
facts of the situation. It must rest on intelligible principles and 
not give needless offence to other people’s principles. It must com¬ 
mand an amoimt of tihurch support large enough to gain the attention 
of politicians, and it will be an adijitional merit if it has already com¬ 
mended itself to politicians on the score of its intrinsic reasonableness. 
I cannot hope that such a compromise will be regarded *by any one 
as the absolute best among settlements. Its chance of acceptance 
lies in the circumstance that all parties may in the end come to see 
that it is a workable second-best. 

The only plan which promises to ejombine these advantages is that 
indicated by Mr. Chamberlain in the House of Commons on the 22nd 
of May, and advocated by the Bishop of Birmingham in the Times 
tfwo days later. I say ‘ indicated ’ by Mr. Chamberlain, because the 
amendment which he actually moved dealt but with one part of the 
plan. The other two parts were only foreshadowed in his speech. 
But the part actually included in the amendment is the important 
and essential part of the scheme ; the remainder is rather in the nature 
of inducements devised to facilitate the adoption of the first. The 
whole scheme, as explained by its author, would consist of the follow¬ 
ing clauses: 

(1) No school shall be recognised as a public elementary school 
imlcss provision is made that religious instruction shall not be given 
at the public expense. 
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(2) Free entry into all schools shall be secured to all denomi¬ 
nations (including the supporters of simple Bible teaching) for the 
purpose of giving religious instruction in school Jiours. 

(3) For this purpose the tep.chers shall be allowed, if they wish 

it, to give their services to any denomination that is willing to engage 
them. • • 

This is the compromise so far as Mr. Chamberlain has sketched it. 

The one supreme merit of this scheme is its full recognition of 
religion^ equality.* The State is placed in a position *of absolute 
impartiality towards all creeds. This impartiality implies no unfriend¬ 
liness to any. The State does not deny thaj; the teaching of religion 
is a good thing. It simply acknowledges its own inability to make 
provision for it. But it seta no obstacle in the way of the various 
religious bodies making this provision lor themselves. On the 
contrary, it lends them school rooms in which to give the instruction, 
and it compels parents to send their children to receive it, except in 
the rare case of parents who belong to no religion and do not wish 
their children to be taught any. No other plan but Mr. Chamber¬ 
lain’s—except of course the purely secular plan—accepts this princi})le 
both generally and in detail. Mr. Birrell declares this religious 
equality to be impracticable. He proposes to establish and endow 
simple Bible teaching and to place all other varieties of teaching in 
an inferior position. But the believers in the religions represented 
by these varieties of teaching ase just as much Englishmen and citizens 
as the believers in simple Bible teaching, and if they are called u])on 
to pay for the exclusive establishment in the* schools of a religi(»n 
wliicdi is not theirs, their protes|8 cannot be passed* over without 
risk of public inconvenience. Mr. Birrell disposes of tliis incon¬ 
venience «dth a phrase; ‘ minorities must suffer.’ The, Speciator 
and the Westminster Gazette argue, that there is no evidence that 
any appreciable number of jiersons object to this singling out of 
simple Bible teaching for exclusive recognition by the State. To 
Mr. Birrell I can only reply that, though minorities must suffer, they 
are sometimes found to have the power of causing a good deal of 
annoyance to the majority which malois them suffer. The Spectator &m\ 
the Westminster Gazette have, a right to say that the minority is an 
ujiknown quantity. So were the first passive resisters. The strength 
of a minority is not simply a question of sizfc. It is a question of 
determination in those who make up the minority and of the extent 
to which their actjpu will influence others. No one, I think, will 
deny that the principle of equality has made great progress since 
the introduction of Mr. Birrell’s measure. In word, at all events, it 
appears in almost every Anglican' protest. Whether, indeed, the 
juotesters quite realise the meaning of their own language is anotlu'r 
question. To me it seems plain that the maintenance of .separate 
Church schools as an ordinary factor in an educational system would 
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make any adequate provision for religious equality very difficult. 
Mr. Cripps, speaking at the Albert Hall, demanded for ‘ all creeds 
and all denominations equal and the same facilities in reference to 
religious education.’ So fau. we ar« agreed. But then he defines 
tliis equality as the right of the poor man equally with the rich man to 
have a school of the sort which, if he had his ow'n free choice, he would 
aclec.t. No doubt this plan does secure religious equality, but it does 
so at immense cost. If I understand Mr. Cripps rightly, he would 
set up separate schools for all minorities which desired them^ There 
is nothing 1 should like better. But if this is to be done out of the 
rates the rafcpayer may take a different view. I do not know 
Lancashire, but I can hardly be-wrong in assuming that its popula¬ 
tion contains a Nonconformist as well as a (ffiurch element. If every 
Nonconformist parent is to be able to send liis child to a school of the 
sort which if he had his own free choice he would select, it is difficult 
to believe that he will always choose a Church school. He will be uuue 
lilcely to prefer cither a school belonging to his particular denomina¬ 
tion, or a school in which simple IJible teaching is given. While, 
therefore, this arrangement would be excellent in principle, in prac¬ 
tice it would mean that, even in Lancashire, there would have, in 
hundreds of cases, to be two or even three schools where there is now 
one. At present, it may be, the Nonconformist parent contentedly 
avails himself of the Church school. But we have no right to infer 
that he would go on doing this when «he understood that Parliament 
had given him the right to have a school such as he would choose if 
left to himself. I am as much an enthusiast for religious equality 
as Mr. Cripps is, but I cannot thiuk that to jmt the demand for it 
in a form which would double, and more than double, the cost of 
education is the surest way to get it conceded. At all events, Mr. 
Chamberlain’s plan avoids this difficulty. I'lie provision of universal 
religious instruction will cost the State notliing. 

The advantages of Mr. Chamberlain’s plan arc not to be found 
only in the provisions which it would introduce into the Government 
Bill. They are equally visible in the provisions which it would render 
unnecessary. The first clause vn)uld of course remain. If any one 
isV)! opinion that this can be got rid of he seems to me to put wishes 
in the place of facts. There is room for much difference of opinion 
as to the precise exten'i- of the mandate which Ministers arc supposed 
to have received from the country, but, unless the last •election was 
an illusion, they were returned in the belief that, they would abolish 
the dual system. Of one thing at all events I am convinced. If 
Church schools are to be retained as a separate element in our educa¬ 
tional system the price we shall be compelled to pay will be the 
abandonment of our claim to teach Church children in Council schools, 
and that is a price which would involve the surrtmder of a demand 
which the Church, happily, has at last made her own. Clauses 1 HI., 
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IV. and VI. would disappear. When the State no longer jiaid for a 
particular kind of religious teaching, and when all kinds of religious 
teaching were admitted into all schools, there wpuld no longer be any 
need for a transfer of schools, except as a matter of local convenience 
or for the adjustment of the rival claims of denominational and 
undenominatioflal instruction. The two would go on side by 
side in every school. For Clause IV., however, a substitute would 
have to be provided, and this would be found in the plan which 
has alr(iady been put forward in quarters so opposefl on other 
points as the British Weckhj and the Spectator. It is the plan of 
allowing schools to contract themselves oijt of the Act, provided 
that they are willing to forego all ciainis upon the rates and to make 
themselves responsible for a fixed proportion of the cost of maintain¬ 
ing the school to the satisfaction of the Board of Education. 

I pass to the objections which these proposals will have to over¬ 
come. I will first take that Avhich will certainly be raised by very 
many of the clergy. ‘ Thank you for notliing,’ they will say. ‘ IIow 
is the Bill as thus amended better than the Bill as drawn ? In each 
case w^e lose our schools.’ That the C^hurch schools go equally on 
either plan is of course true. But let us look at the manner oT their 
going. Under the Bill undenominational teaching is ostentatiously 
})referrcd to Church teaching. The one is to be given as a matter 
of right, the other is to be given as a matter of arrangement. The 
one is to be given in all schools hereafter to be built, the other is to 
be given only in schools already existing and transferred. The 
ojie is to be given to all children not withdrawn under the conscience 
clause, the other is to be given oi^y to children whose parents expressly 
ask for it. The one is to be given the regular teachers as ])art 
of their ri'igular work, the other is to be given by volunteers. In the 
one e.asc the undenominational teachers will be paid by the Stale, 
in the other they will be paid by voluntary subscrijhion or not ]>aiJ 
at all. Here are five points in which the two systems are al).solutely 
unlike, and I submit that-, ^taken together, they make, the whole 
dilicrence between a tolerable and an intolerable settlement. 

Nor is the scheme one which jean altogether please those who 
desire to see the State entirely dissociated from the teaching of religion. 
They will welcome the first of Mr. Chamberlain’s proposals, but they 
will have grave doubts about the second and third. I share tlu'se 
doubts myself. I believe that in the end religion will be better taught, 
and taught with better results, if the State does no more than allow 
the several varieties of religious teaching desired by the parents to 
be given in the school building. I am afraid that if attendance at 
these kssons is made compulsory, the Chjirch of England, as being the 
Established Church, will be exposed to a kind of interference which 
non-established Churches will not provoke. I am afraid—and this 
I foci more strongly still—that so long as the services of the regular 
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teachers can -be secured for the rehgious lesson the clergy will not 
make any adequate effort to regain, and to qualify themselves for 
keeping, their proper place in the religious training of children. I am 
so impressed, however, with the dAiger of the exclusive establish¬ 
ment of Undenominationalism in the State schools, and with the 
necessity of disposing of the religious difficulty in seftne way which 
shall prevent its recurrence, that I would far rather see Mr. Chamber¬ 
lain’s plan adopted than wait for that more complete dissociation 
of the State from religious teaching which I feel snre will 
follow if it be not adopted. I am afraid of the temper which 
might animate this dissociation if it followed upon a long and 
embittered conflict. In that case the victory of secular schools 
might be regarded, when it came, as a triumph for the principle of 
secularism in education. That is not the principle for which the 
Churchmen who desire secular schools are fighting. They regard 
schools established on this footing simply as a convenient method 
of assigning to the secular and religious elements in education their 
separate places in a common system : Secular teaching to the State ; 
religious teaching to the Churches. To (ffiurchmen like Mr. 
Masterman, who dislike the concessions which their acceptance of Mr. 
Chamberlain’s scheme would involve, I would commend the follow¬ 
ing extract from a letter I lately received from a London clergyman 

who has had great experience both of Church and of Board Schools; 

• 

My great object [he writes] is to get rid of State-paid Undenominationalism. 
I conceive that can only, be done by insisting on the State confining itself 
entirely to the secular part of education. Tho more 1 think of it, tlio rnoro f 
feel that State cOiupulsion is bad for reVgion, but apparently that is not the 
opinion of the Liberal party nowadays any more than it is of tho Tories. 
I would, therefore, accept ‘ in school hours ’ if I .cannot retain Ulauso Yl. 
Anything would be better than tho retention of ‘ my school,’ with its necessary 
consequence—that the children in Council schools would continue to bo 
neglected. 

This exactly describes my own position, and the position, as I hope, 
of a constantly increasing number of Churchmen. 

To a large and influential body of laymen Mr. Chamberlain’s 
coInpromise will be distasteful on two grounds. Some of them wish, 
as a matter of principle, to see simple Bible teaching established in 
State schools; others aVe afraid that if the teaching of religion is 
left to volunteers simple Bible teaching will cease to be git^en, and so 
the residuum—the effildren, that is, whose parents belong to no 
religion—would lose their one chance of religious instruction. The 
believers in a State conscience, a conscience which imposes a specific 
religious obligation, I cannot hope to convince. With the second 
objection I have more in common. I am not prepared to say that it 
would be better for a child to have no religious teaching at all than 
to have Bible teaching only. It all depends on the teacher. But 
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I do not think that under Mr, Chamberlain’s plan there would be 

the least danger of children growing up in complete ignorance of 
religion. I believe that there are very few parents who would not 
wish their children to have some Religious instruction, and that even 
in these exceptional cases the child’s preference for the easier lesson 
over the harder,—for religion over arithmetic—would be too strong 
for the parents’ austere agnosticism. But by whom is this teaching 
to be given ? The denominations, it is ur^ed, can be trusted to find 
teachers for themselves, but in this respect'the friends, of simple 
Bible teaching will be imorganised and helpless. I think that those 
who thus argue forget their own contention that this simple Bible 
teaching is what the majority of E^nglishmeVi wish to see given in 
every school. If that is so—and I have no intention of denjdng it— 
there would surely be no difficulty in finding volunteers in all classes 
ready and anxious to give it. All that would be needed would be 
the creation of central and local associations to make registers of 
schools in which this teaching was wanted, and of teachers who were 
willing to give it. In schools, indeed, that have all along been Council 
schools, simple Bible teaching would at starting have an advantage 
over all others. The regular teachers would have been accustgmed 
to give it, and they would naturally volunteer to go on giving it. 

There remain the objections which, as there is great reason to 
fear, the Nonconformists will urge against Mr. Chamberlain’s plan. 
They are objections of which it is impossible to deny the practical 
force. Mr. Chamberlain proposes to put Churchmen and Non¬ 
conformists on a level. They are both to be at liberty to find their 
own religious teachers, and for this purpose to use the services of the 
regular teachers if they choose to*bc so employed. But this equality 
will be onjy apparent. If the regular teachers were not allowed to 
give religiofls teaching, Nonconformists might hope to make up for 
their poverty by their greater zeal in finding volunteers. But if the 
regular teachers are allowed to teach, they will naturally offer their 
.services to the richest and most influential denomination. I greatly 
fear that this would happe]). ’No legi.slation can destroy the advan¬ 
tages that wealth naturally gives its pos.sessors. On the other hand 
1 believe that a great deal of money would be forthcoming when 
Bible teaching depended on voluntary sub.scriptions, and by the 
})rovision thus made the Nonconformists ^^ould largely benefit. 
Aud, furtluu, the disappearance of Cflause IV. would remvive a great 
difficulty out of their way. There could be no more passive resist¬ 
ance when not a penny of the rates went to the payment of religious 
teaching. If concurrent disendowment proved to work unequally, 
at all events the last fragment of concurrent endowment would have 
disappeared. It would be well, however, to treat this part of the 
scheme as an experiment, to be tried, say, for three years and then 
die a natural death unless it were rc-enacted. 
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But even if the Nonconformist objections should prove insuper¬ 
able and Mr, Chamberlain’s plan should come to nothing on this 
account, it is still of hnmense importance that the Church should 
put out a counter-ptoposal^of^som^ kind. So long as she abstains 
from doing tliis, her resistance to the Bill will be notWng but a waving 
of banners and a clashing of swords. The reality of effective opposi¬ 
tion will be wanting. I suspect that the Government have already 
found this out, and I am sure that the Church will find it out in the 
end. The, place of religion in elementary education depends upon 
her making the discovery in time. 


D. C. Lathbury. 
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It has become clear that importarkt and controversial Bills can no 
longer bo carried through the House of Commons without the rough 
and ready method of closure by compartments. Mr. Balfour, who 
has had more frequent recourse to this machinery than any other 
Minister, admitted the fact in his evidence before the Select Com¬ 
mittee on Parliamentary Procedure, and the only question in dispute 
is how the weapon should be applied. A polemical resolution, such 
as the House passed by an overwhelming majority in the small hours 
of the JOth of June, is certainly not the best way, though in the 
circumstances it was the one way open to the Government. On the 
other hand, the best parliamentary opinion is not in favour of with¬ 
drawing responsibility from Ministers of the Crown and vesting it 
in the Speaker, who ought to be kept out of party politics altogether. 
Sir Henry Fowler’s committee will no doubt be able to devise, if the 
House of Commons is willing to accept, some practical combination 
of Ministerial initiative with the approval of permanent and impartial 
autliority. Whatever is done ought to be effected before a Bill 
goes into epnimittee, so that time should not be irretrievably wasted 
on (he earlier clauses of the measure by the hare-brained chatter of 
irresponsible frivolity. The Leader of the Opposition, being unable 
to resist the principle he had so often adopted himself, fell back, 
naturally enough, upon criticism of details and complaint of in¬ 
adequate time. But Mr. Balfour is not a good actor. When his 
heart is not in his w'ork, he shows it, qjid the fight he made on Waterloo 
Day was not in the spirit of his illustrious godfather. Nobody really 
believes that the Education Bill Avill not be thoroughly discussed. 
What divides parties is the Bill itself. * 

1 have said in the House of Commons, and I may bo allowed to 
repeat here, that I, do not believe in the doctrine of the imperative 
mandate, which is rejected in so many words, and declared not to 
exist, by the Constitution of the French Republic. It would, for one 
thing, make the House of Commons wholly superfluous. A repre¬ 
sentative of the people, says Burke, owes them not merely his time, 
but his judgment, and he betrays instead of serving their interests 
if he sacrifices it to their opinion. But, of course, every elector who 
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voted for a Liberal candidate last January knew quite well that if a 
Liberal majority were returned schools receiving public money would 
be put under public control, and religious tests for teachers would be 
abolished. Ever since the Educatic^i Act of 1902 was passed by a 
Parliament elected in the middle of the South African war those 
issues have divided political parties in England and.Wales, There 
is, I know, a third party, a party which boasts that it is governed 
by pure logic. It demands^the removal of religion from the list of 
subjects taught at the public expense, and it has sixty-four members 
in the House of Commons. The number is almost exactly tbe same 
as that which supported Mr. Henry Richard in the same direction 
five-and-tliirty years ago. Secularism makes slow, if any, progress 
in this country. I am well aware that many of those who voted for 
Mr. Maddison’s amendment are themselves deeply rehgious. Mr. 
Masterman, for example, who made a most powerful and eloquent 
speech in its support, is a High Churchman. Colonel Herbert, who 
went into the same lobby, is a Roman Catholic. Mr. Russell is a devout 
Protestant. They believe that religion is best taught at home, and 
perhaps they are right. The practical answer to them is that, if it 
were mot taught in school, it would not be taught at all. Many 
parents are indifferent, many more are busy, and teaching is a diffi¬ 
cult art. Ever since 1870 it has been open for any School Board, or 
County Council, to exclude religion from elementary education. In 
England there are only seven school^ where it is not taught. In 
Wales there are fifty. But the Welsh reason is that the Sunday 
schools of Wales, cliiefly Nonconformist, are so remarkably excellent 
and thorough that the assistance of the day schools seems to Welsh 
Methodists superfluous. The people of England are on the one hand 
quite determined that their children shall Have.simple Christian teacdi- 
ing at the public expense, and on the other hand they are perfectly 
satisfied with that form of it given in Council schools. To call this 
religion Nonconformist is silly. With the rarest exceptions, Church¬ 
men do not coftiplain of it as insufficient, and free-thinkers do not 
repudiate it as superstitious. Free-thinkers may perhaps remember 
the declaration of John Mill that he knew of no higher standard than 
80 ^to live as to win the approval of Christ. To train up little dog¬ 
matists in the way they should confound assertion with proof is not 
a happy rendering of ‘ Suffer little children to come unto Me,’ 

All Protestants arc treated fairly by this Bill, and mo^ of the lay 
Churchmen who oppose it do so for political reasons. Catholics, it 
must in fairness be acknowledged, stand on a different footing. There 
is no use in telling a Catholic that he holds the fundamental doctrines 
of Christianity in common with Protestants. You might as well tell 
him that he ought to believe in private judgment on matters of faith. 
If he did, he would not be a Catholic at all. Rather than accept 
unsectarian teaching from unsectarian teachers, every Catholic school 
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in England would be closed. The Church of England, eatabUshed by 
Parhament and endowed by the Silate, cannot reasonably object to a 
national religion in national schools. The Book of Common Prayer 
itself, the most splendid monument to* the English spirit of compro¬ 
mise, is the schedule of a statute. Roman ^Patholics have no Establish¬ 
ment, no Endowment, fio privileges of any kind. They are Noncon¬ 
formists, though, unlike Protestant Nonconformists, they hold that 
there can be no reli^ous teaching without the sanction of the Church. 
They do jiot mind paying rates and taxes to keep up oth^ people’s 
religion, if they are allowed help from the same source for their own. 
That is the essence of Clause Four. Only th(\ fiction of unscrupulous 
wire-pullers could represent this clause as framed for the sole benefit 
of Catholics. It applies also to Churchmen, to Wesleyans, and to 
Jews. If the proportion of Catholic schools affected is higher than the 
proportion of Church schools, that is simply because there are a great 
many Church schools, and very few Catholic, to which parents of 
other denominations must send their children. No one has hitherto 
suggested a fairer fine of division than that. But at the same time 
it does seem to me that Jews and Catholics, standing as they do 
altogether outside the scope of Protestant Christianity, have a claim 
for especial treatment which Churchmen and Wcslcyans have not. 
As Mr. Asquith said at Northampton the other day, those whose 
conscientious convictions arc so strong that they would rather be fined 
or imprisoned than sacrifice them, should be most scrupulously careful 
not to offend the convictions of others. England is a Protestant 
country, and this is a Protestant Bill. It did not originate, hkc the 
Act of 1002, in Convocation, nor vfas it drawn to please-Lord Halifax 
and the English Church Union. If they do not like what Laud called 
the Protestajit Church of-England, they can leave it. But real Catho¬ 
lics, Roman Catholics, have a claim for special consideration in 
respect of their poverty, in respect of their ancestral faith, and because 
their schools are attended almost exclusively by Catholic children. 
If the Government depended qpon the Irish vote it would be very 
difficult for them to consider the claims of Catholics with impartial 
justice. Their enormous majority, and the impotence of the regular 
Opj>osition, enable the Cabinet to be generous withoiit misgiving, 
and to be just without fear. Mr. Birrell’s amendments to Clause Four 
are good illustrations of this power, and of the ^ay in which it should 
be used. • 

The cry of confiscation has heralded one of the most amusing 
parliamentary dramas that the oldest inhabitant of St. Stephen’s 
can remember. After the Government and the Liberal party had 
been depouriced for months as sacrilegious.robbers of denominational 
schools, it suddenly dawned upon the minds of the intelligent gentle¬ 
men who have constituted themselves in the House of Commons the 
spokesmen of a Church far better represented on the other side that 
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the local authority might refuse to confi.scato some Voluntary school 
more plentifully provided with dogfnas than with drains. There was a 
panic, almost a hubpub. A tyranmeal Ministry, bent upon oppressing 
and insulting a Church to which mo^ of its members belong, was about 
to withhold the privilege of confiscation from Church schools in 
defiance of right and j ustice. The essential absurdity of the situation 
is not lessened by the fact that no local body which consisted of sane 
men would throw away the money of the ratepayers on building new 
schools when there were old schools fit for the purpose. If ,they were 
not fit, even Sir William-Anson, whose good sense is sometimes rather 
trying to his clerical co,nstituents, acknowledged that they ought not 
to be taken over. Mr. Birrell met the demand of the clericalists in a 
way which surprised them, anticipation of events before they occur 
not being among the accomplishments of Tories and High Churchmen. 
He offered to make the transfer of schools compulsory, provided that 
they satisfied the requirements of the Board of Education, and that 
the right could be exercised by either party. That is to say, that 
while the local authority must take over any efficient school whose 
managers wished to transfer it, they would be able to acquire any 
school they wanted, even though it were the private property of an 
individual. At this point Mr. Chamberlain intervened. Mr. Cham¬ 
berlain looks at religious questions from a ]>arliamentaTy point of 
view, and he threw a fly over the Irish benches. The Government, 
he said, had asked for everything, and given nothing. They had 
made no substantial concession, and demanded what they had no right 
to receive. There are no stronger Henominationalists in the House of 
Commons than the Irish Home Rjdcrs. But they are serious where 
Mr. Chamberlain is not, and Mr. Redmond at once repudiated the 
proffered alhance. In precise and detailed contradiction to the 
language of Mr. Chamberlain he argued that the Government had 
conceded much, ajid had asked for nothing important in return. It is 
not the rights of property, but the rights of conscience, for which 
Mr. Redmond and Mr. Dillon are contfinding. It is Clause Four, and 
not Clause Two, religion and not trusteeship, that they regard as 
vital. They may not be altogether satisfied with the Government. 
TJhey have studied Mr. Chamberlain for many years; and even the 
Labour members, who know him far less well, are resolved that he shall 
not ‘ get at ’ them. The High Churchmen found themselves caught in 
a trap. They were indifferent to the trifling inconsi^ency of de¬ 
nouncing as confiscation the same thing which they claimed as a right. 
They could not afford to regard with equanimity the compulsory 
acquisition for public purposes of schools in private ownership. So 
Mr. Balfour, with effusive compliments to Mr. Birrcll’s personal 
honour and fairness, discovered or inverted the novel parliamentary 
doctrine that for a Minister to alter his own Bill, as he himself 
did when he accepted the Kenyon-Slaney Clause, is a breach 
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of faith! But the whole incident is full of humour. The three 
Commissioners, to be named in Clause Eight, have been compared 
with the Star Chamber and with the Venetian Council of Ten. 
In the debate on Mr. Birrell’s proposal, wluch would apparently get 
rid of them, they figured as impartial judges, who were to be removed 
in favoiu* of an administrative board, the Board of Education, under 
a political head. The nonsense talked in the House of Commons 
about trusts, especially by Mr. Evelyn Cecil, is almost incredible. 
Mr. Cecil Jvas, it seciiiB, been called to the Bar, and at all events he has 
read Mr. Birrell’s excellent lectures on the duties of trustees. A little 
learning is a dangerous thing. Mr. Cecil should have drunk deeper 
of the Pierian spring. If he had, he would not have applied to an 
omnipotent Parliament dealing with public trusts the rules wliich 
govern the conduct of private trustees acting in obedience to the law. 
Most people know that the. Act of 1902, Mr. Balfour’s Act, overrode 
hundreds of trust deeds which regulated the appointment of managers. 
But most ])eoplc seem to have forgotten that the Endowed Schools 
Act of 18(i!), now administered by the Charity Commissioners, entirely 
sujierseded all those educational trusts which prevented the adapta¬ 
tion of secondary schools to modern requirements. There is no c,y-*prhs, 
nothing about the nearest approach to the founder’s views, nothing 
about the principles of the Court of Chancery, in the Act of 1809, 
passed when that great Churchman Mr. Cladstone was at the head of 
affairs. The (diarity Commissieners, unlike the Commissioners under 
this Bill, arc quite unrestricted, and therefore the amount of good they 
liave done i.s incalculably great. As Mr. Birrell told the House of 
fV»mmons in the true spirit of a ^iiberalism which is neither new nor 
obsolete!, the best way of carrying out the intentions of a founder is to 
change hi* jules for dealing with facts when the facts themselves have 
changed. 

The ludicrous pretence that the Church of England is opposed 
to the Bill has been abandoned in the face of ridicide, which, if not a 
iest of truth, is at least a touchstone of absurdity. ‘‘ The Church ’ 
can bo made to mean anything, oven Convocation, if laymen are 
omitted. But laymen are like natuue. You may expel them with a 
fork, and they will nevertheless return. There ought to be two 
Whit Sundays in the ecclesiastical year, if only that the bishops, or the 
majority of them, should pray twice to have ft right judgment in all 
things. Tnliercst now centres in the House of Lords, which some 
Radicals regard as, past praying for. Mr. Chamberlain in lus own 
garden, which he does not cultivate within the scope and meaning of 
Candido, has propounded a singular mixture of theory and prophecy. 
According to his ingenious, and ingenuous, calculation, the Lords should 
throw out the Bill, so that there may be a General Election in the 
sjiring, and he may have a majority of a hundred and fifty for Tariff 
Reform. Tariff Reform i.s not. exactly the issue upon which elections 
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held in such circumstances would turn, and the Duke of Devon¬ 
shire, Mr, Chamberlain’s hatchet, (Irily observes that the Lords know 
their own business best. If they r^jjected a Bill which has a majority 
of at least two hundred in the House of Commons, a House elected in 
the present year, the British Constitution, a very, delicate machine, 
would cease to work. For the last ten years the House of Lords has 
been the servile handmaid of a Tory Government, the steady enemy 
of Liberal measures. , If jt suddenly went into furious opposition, 
simply because the coimtry was predominantly Liberal, it wrpuld have 
to fight for its privileges against the.nation, and to fight without 
allies. The idea that tip Lords would encounter such a risk to please 
Mr. Chamberlain, or Lord Halifax, or the Bishop of Manchester, is, 
as Mr. Borthropp Trumbull, in Middlemarch, says of liis presenta¬ 
tion cane, positively farcical. By an arrangement of which Lord 
Lansdowne is understood to approve, arijd wliich implies the second 
reading of the Bill as an accomplished fact, the Lords will deal with 
the clauses in Committee after the adjournment for the summer 
holidays, it may be assumed that they will introduce some amend¬ 
ments which the House of Commons cannot accept. The pinch will 
be fblt when the Commons’ amendments to the Lords’ amendments 
fall to be considered. No better precedent could be found for the 
situation which will then arise than the Irish Church Bill of 1809. 
It is true that the Liberal majority was much smaller then than now, 
that there were no Labour members, that the working classes in rural 
districts were not enfranchised, and that Mr. Gladstone was in all 
constitutional matters extrcmel}’^ (Conservative. On the other hand, 
the discstablishmeni, of tlu^ Irish (hurch had just been submitted to the 
constituencies of the United Kingdom, who had expressed themselves 
in favour of it, whereas the majority of the Peers were notoriously 
opposed to it, and only one bishop, an illustrious exception, Connop 
Thirl wall, of St. David’s, could be found to vote for the Bill. The 
Leader of the Opposition in the House of Lords at that time was Lord 
Cairns, by birth an Ulster Protestant, by training a consummate lawyer. 
Lord Cairns, and a still more eloquent 'irishman. Bishop Magee, spoke 
and voted against the second .i-eading. Lord Salisbury and Lord 
Carnarvon spoke and voted for it. The second reading was carried 
by a substantial majority, and then the trouble began. Those who 
wish to study the working of the Constitution from behind the scenes, 
as in books about the Constitution they never can, should read the 
first chapter in the second volume of Archbishop gait's Biography by 
the present Archbishop of Canterbury. Tait was in the confidence 
of Queen Victoria, and of Mr. Gladstone. He disliked the Bill because 
he was an Erastian, and beljeved that the subordination of the Church 
to the State was the best safeguard of religious freedom. But he 
recognised, like Lord Salisbury, who was a High Churchman, that 
the people had spoken, and that it was futile to resist the popular 
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will. In the end, as everyone knows, the Lords gave way, though Lord 
Cairns succeeded in getting a sc^ewhat higher amount of pecuniary 
compensation for the Irish cle^y. The practical question now is 
whether Lord Lansdowne, tho^uke ®f Devonshire, and Lord St. 
Aldw 5 Ti can control the majority of the Peers. The Archbishop of 
Canterbury, though he has used uncharacteristically strong language 
about the Bill, is a disciple of Tait, and would not dream of committing 
himself to a foolish defiance of public* opinion. If the Bill were 
rejected, the Government would not recognise the equality of the 
Lords with the Commons by. a dissolution. I cannot, of course, pre¬ 
tend to say what they would do. But thpre is an obvious course 
which, improbable as the need for it may be, appears at least worth 
pointing out. Ministers might advise the King to prorogue Parlia¬ 
ment., and to summon it again without the interval of a single day. 
The Bill c-ould then be reintroduced at once, pa.sscd through the 
Commons by a very stringent cloKure in a very short time, and the 
Lords would have a place for repentance. Tir 1894 there was only a 
week’s gap between one 8e,ssion and another. There need not bo any 
gap at all. This, however, is idle speculation. 1’he Lords are men 
of the world, and their temperate implacability will be nursexf for a 
more convenient occasion. Their refusal to pass the Alien Bill, 
which had received unanimous assent in the other House, has not 
so clearly promoted their popularity as to encourage them in fresh 
efforts of a similar kind. There must be men among them, Conserva¬ 
tives in general politics, who regret the great opportunity they have 
irreparably lost. Their rejection of the Home Rule Bill in 1893, con¬ 
doned and even endorscsd at thcjGeneral Election of 189.9, was one of 
those tides in the affairs of men which taken at the flood load on to 
fortune. * J3ut it was omitted. Jf during the most recent decade of 
English history the Peers had been vigilant and imi)artial critics of 
legislation, they w^t)uld now^ occupy an impregnable rock. They have 
allowed themselves to be used by Tory Mimsters as a party club, a 
second Carlton, and the result is that working men r%ard them with 
unaffected contempt. They mu.st know, unless, as Mr. Gladstone 
once said, they live in a balhton, that nothing would tend more to 
cement and increase the popularity of the Government than a quarrel 
with the House of Lords. 


Herbert Paul. 
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INTERMATIONAL ART 

(A DUOLOGUE.) 


Scene ; Two friends at lunch . 

Jane. Shall we go and see some pictuivjs ? 

Elizabeth. By all means. What would )mu like to see ? 

Jane. Well, I have been once to the new Turners and the Winter 
Exhibition at Burlington House, so- 

Elizabeth. Not the International ? You don’t moan to say that 
you have not seen the great International Exhibition at the New 
Gallery ? 

Jane. I’m afraid I haven’t. You see, I went to one at Knights- 
briugc some years ago. 

Elizabeth. And you weren’t struck ? 

Jane. I was, I was. Very much struck. 

Elizabeth. My dear Jane, I remember your old-fashioned pre¬ 
judices, and how you used to talk about ‘ beauty,’ aiul things of that 
kind; but you really caimot go on always like this; shutting your 
eyes to progress, and refusing to know whafthc really great modern 
men on the Continent arc doing. If you have any fccluig for technicpie, 
any appreciation of power, come with me to the International, and I 
will show you ?vhat art means nowadays ! 

Jane. Thank you very much. Of course, if you’ll take me- 

Scene II; The New Galleri/. Three o'clock. Enter Jane meekly, 

^ listening to Elizabeth. 

Elizabeth. -ac 1 was saying, what you have to do is to clear 

your mind of the old-fashioned idea that a iiicture ought to be beautiful, 
for if ever a notion was exjjloded, that is. Beauty is not what is aimed 
at; it is not the question; it' is altogether an irrelevance. A con¬ 
tinental artist of the new school looks at the world without prejudice, 
ami paints what we all see. around us every day. Everything is fit 
to paint, for everything is a part of hfe, and the business of art is to 
represent life as it is ; not to select, not to idealise, and not to try to 
express pretty dreams. This luts your favourite Burne-Jones and 
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Rossetti rather hard, doesn’t it ? bi® the fact is, as any of the new men 
will tell you, the subject of a picti»e is absolutely of no importance ; 
a pair of old boots on a shelf, if ibJt values are rightly given, is worth 
all the impossible angels with imfJossibJe Jvings that were turned out 
before people knc\ 5 f how to put the paint on the canvas. 

Jane. Is that a hit at the Old Masters ? But pray go on. 

Elizabeth. Ah, I thought that would rouse you; 1 know your 
weakness for the early Italians, with their /ow^ of saints who look as 
if their heads had been cut off and screwed on again the wirong way 
round ! l3ut if you will only let me speak for one moment, I can show 
you how exactly they bear out my argument. 

The Old Masters, poor dears, (to put it baldly) couldn’t paint. It 
wasn’t their fault, because they lived before the art had been dis¬ 
covered ; but that is no reason why we shouldn’t recognise the fact. 
Well, knowing no more than children about values and atmosplierc 
and movement, &c., they did what children do, dressed their figures 
in brightly coloured clothes, and wTOte the names underneath. They 
picked out tiic best-looking models they could find, and arranged them 
in groups against white marble and blue sky, because they wanted 
‘ bcaiity.’ They chose scenes of romantic incident and characters in 
w’hom everyone was interested, because they wanted ‘ story.’ And 
why were they determined to have these two things ? Because they 
had nothing else. ‘ Beauty ’ and ‘ story,’ in all ages and countries, 
have been Ihe refuge of painters who couldn’t paint. 

.Iane. 1 see. How eloquent you are, Elizabeth ! But let us sit 
down riuietly for a moment, while I repeat my lesson, before we begju 
to look at the examples by which you arc going to prove it. 

ELiZAmmi. Yes, let us. I’m glad to sec you are trying to be 
open-minded. 

Jane. I am, really. To begin with, these modern continental 
artists, 1 understand, know their business better than anyone who 
has ever lived before. 

Elizabeth. Broadly speaking, yes. Of course Velasquez is an 
exception. 

Jane. Velasquez is an exception. By-the-byc, T notice you always 
speak of modern continentals. Are there then no modcrii English 
artists ? 


Elizabeth. Oh, yes, there are a few who b^ve studied in Paris ; 
but the modern movement took its rise on the Continent, and ai't in 
England—hke most things, indeed!—^is still terribly behind the 
times. 

Jane. I see. Well, then, in the first place they paint better ; 
secondly, they paint common things familiar to us all; thirdly, they 
paint them as they really are; and, lastly, they never try to paint 
their dreams. I think that’s it, isn’t it ? so now I’m ready to 
begin. 

VoL. LX—No. 353 
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J[They are in the Sout^ 
the bcfjinnmg, they 
Pitres^, Teles a 


Room; so, opening their catalogue at 
'md themselves in front of ‘ Forains, 
l^assaere.^ follxmed immediately by 


Leandro's ‘ Feux Amis.' At this Jane gazes dutifully, 
ivhile Elizabeth expounds its ‘ povjer,' its ‘ relentless¬ 
ness,' and so on. They continue their round, and much 
the same process is repealed before the other nutsterpieces ; 
though Jane, in front of the .scries of nude studies by 
Rodin, does venture on a humble doubt as to vihetker any 
‘ real arms or legs could take certain of the positions. She 

bears the consequent snub ivell, however, and her educa¬ 
tion is continued until they drop on to a sofa at the end of 
the North Room. 

‘ Now ’ (begins Elizabeth), ‘ I want you to tell me honestly-’ 

(Jane gets up with an air of decision). ‘ You belong to a club in Dover 
Street ’ (she says firmly), ‘ anti I want my tea.’ (This hint being well 
received, a few minutes later they are settled at a little table, engaged in 
removing with tea that well-known feeling which comes from looking at a 
great many pictures. Tea finished, Elizabeth begins again, refreshed 
arid eager.) ‘ Well ? ’ 

Jane. Well, it is very modern, this show; and no doubt very 
clever, and powerful, and relentless, and—what is that other word 
art-critics are so fond of ?—oh, yes, ‘ unfiincliing.’ But when I saw 
the Autumn Salon- 

Elizabeth. Ecally ? You did ? 

Jane. I had that privilege—the art there struck me as more 
‘unflinching’’ still. You have ivjt shown me many things to-day 
so modern as some I remember in Baris : the Portrait of a Deformed 
Caddy, the Restaurant de Nuit, the Slaughter House, and the Operating 
Room. Can the International Exhibitors have ‘ flinched ’ from these 
sides of life ? Or is London not thought worthy to see such pictures ? 

Elizabeth. Oh, if you won’t be serious about it- 

Jane. My dear Elizabeth, do you really want me to be ? Neither 
of us will ever convert the other ; that much is certain ; is it any good 
our even discussing it ? 


I am old-fashioned ; you are up-to-date. I am, of course, benighted ; 
you arc (may 1 say it ?) perhaps even a little belighted. What 1 You 
laugh ? Oh, then, 1 will be serious, and give you my point of view. 

And please remember, it is the point of view of an ordinary picture- 
lover, not an expert, capable of appreciating the brush work, the 
number of layers of paint, the various methods, apart from the effect 
they are intended to produce. I am only interested in the effect; 
I don’t care how you produce it; and I would modestly point out that 
there are a large number of people in precisely my position. 

Elizabeth. I’m not an expert; I know no more about these 
things than you do. 
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Jane. Really ? And you allu(fed to them in quite an intimate 

way! I 

But if so, we start on a level, Moth b&und to admit that whether 
modern technique be better or worse the old, we have neither 
of us any right to, talk about it, not being qualified to judge. And 
that disposes of the first point. 

The second, you remember, was that the new men look at the 
world without prejudice, and paint what vjfe al^ see around us every 
day. Have you ever seen a slaughter-house, Elizabeth ? 

Elizabeth. N— no ; I haven’t, myself. 

Jane. Or an operation ? Or any of the Parisian subjects I men¬ 
tioned to you ? No ? No more have I. So here are two average 
people who, so far from seeing these things around them every day, 
are so completely unfamiliar with them that the artist might as well 
be painting his dreams ! 

If everything is fit to paint, why do they go so far afield ? If 
everything is a part of life (and only the ‘ values ’ matter), why do 
they constantly pick out parts of a particular kind ? 

One drawing at the International Exhibition struck me as a 
particularly good example of this ; it was called The Chorus on a Stone 
Wall, and it depicted the whole corps de ballet perched side by side, 
waving their arms, on the top of a wall which extended across the 
stage. This scenic ellect was naturally meant to be judged from the 
front; bul, seen thus, it might have been pretty, and would anyhow 
have looked a.s if it were intended to be. 

The artist’s keen eye perceived this danger, and he has guarded 
against it by getting permission to go behind the scenes and choose 
his point of view in the wings, where the public are not admitted. 

Here he,has the incstimsibde advantage of seeing (and showing us) 
what no one is meant to see : the back of the girls, the back of the wall, 
and the long row of dirty scene-shifters with pipes in their mouths, 
holding below each girl the step-ladder she has climbed up by. This 
seems to me a typical instance. ‘ Beauty is not what'is aimed at,’ 
you say; true ; but neither is it an ‘ irrelevance.’ On the contrary, 
it is with these men a main preoccupation to avoid it. You do them 
an injustice if you say they look at the world without prejudice ; 
every camera does that. No, they select ; they select carefully, on 
a principle ; and, in a sense, they idcahse. • 

Elizabeth. What on earth arc you coming to now 1 

Jane. Consider a moment. What produc,c.s the unity of impres¬ 
sion made by a show like this ? The feeling of having strayed into a 
new world ? Isn’t it that behind these different styles, these different 
individualities, we feel the presence of one ideal, which pervades all 
their work ? You think they paint things as they really are. Why, 
no one has ever lived who has done that. All that any man can do 
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is to paint tilings as they look tdhim, and as he likes them to look, 
which is his ideal. l 

Elizabeth. I don’t sec that. Why not paint them fairly ? 

Jane. As long there’s|<a piindmehind the brush, which is the same 
thing as saying the painter is human, so long will there be a personal 
idiosyncrasy of some sort—a bias, a way of scaling things in one aspect 
more than another. One painter will see an ordinary modern man as 
Watts does ; another jivill see him as Leandre does in Leg Deux Amis — 
hideous beyond what words can express. Oi)e»will see a cow in a 
meadow ; another will prefer to see a cow in a slaughter-house. One 
will draw a horse at his best; another, like Dupont, will look for a 
‘ CJieval Tombe,’ struggUng upder the shafts, flogged l)y his driver, 
with strained nostrils and agonised eyes. 

Have you noticed how fond these moderns are of drawing ballet 
girls ? 

Elizabeth. Oh, of course, I shouldn’t expect you to like them. 

Jane. Why not 1 I like a graceful dancing figure as much as any 
one; and the old-fashioned idea of a dancing girl was that she is 
graceful, and that that is her raison detre. But what the now school 
delight in showing is how awkward and ugly she can be ; in all the 
dozens of ‘ Danseuses ’ we saw this afternoon, T don’t think there was 
a graceful line. 

And you could see the artist had not only picked out the plainest 
girls to be found, but had been at some pains to cdioose the right 
moments for the effect he wanted, the ideal he had in his mind. 

He gives us the danseuse dcvelojjing her muscles by uncouth 
exercises, the danseuse painfully holding out one leg to have a tear 
mended ; but the pretty danseuse, dancing—no. Erom that as})ect 
of her he has flinched ; he is true to his ideal. . 

Need I name it ? Hardly, I think ; the ideal of ugliness, squalor, 
and degradation glared at us from every wall. 

Elizabeth. This is really going too far! What you want is 
nothing less‘than absolute unreality. That thing of Albert Moore’s 
you were admiring this morning—why, it made me smile ! Have 
you ever seen—I ask you, does one ever see in everyday life, a girl 
^tanding in front of a white marble wall with nothing on but a 
wreath of primroses ? 

Jane. I accept the challenge, if you will answer me a question too. 
Have you ever seen—does one ever see in everyday life—ra girl standing 
in front of a little iron stove, with nothing on but a pair of eye-glasses ? 
My dear Elizabeth, of course not. They exist only as models in studios, 
and as visions in the painter’s brain. Neither of them belongs to the 
‘ world we see around us every day; ’ in both the painter is trying to 
express his ideal. You can’t get away from personality; it is liis 
world the artist shows, and must show us; our own world we 
see each for ourselves. I deny that the l)usiness of art is to 
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copy life ; wc have enough of life it is ; we go to art for a world 
seen through other eyes. And the oi^Jy question is whether wc 
prefer to be shown the world of /men like Masgn, Calvert, Samuel 
Palmer, and the great Frenchmen Coro^fc and Puvis de Chavanues (to 
mention a few only), or to look through the eyes of—well-th(;y 
would rather ap'pear to be the eyes of waiters, scene-shifters, ami 
attendants at lunatic asylums. 

(Ejjzabkth is speechless wiiH scofn.) , 

You see, I was right. Here we are both as unconverted as before 
you gave me this very nice tea. I hardly like (under your roof and 
in your club) to tell you what 1 onci? heard a clever painter say of 
modern continental ‘ realism.’ He said it seemed to him a sort of 
‘ diabolical possession.’ 

But ] don’t agree with him—I don’t, indeed. I’m sure it’s only a 
fashion. Good-bye, and many thanks. 

hLiz.^nicTH. Oh, you'ie quite hopeless. Where arc you ofl to ? 

Jank. (hiite. I’m going to the National Gallery. 


F. J*. Beelev. 
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"r/ZB REVIVAL OF SCULPTURE 


* O ! WORST of all worst worsts'! ’ (as Ben Jonson phrased it). That 
is the exclamation which sums up the general opinion of the Royal 
Academy Exhibition of 1906, so far as the pictures are concerned. 
The feeling that oppresses those wlio wander through room after room 
seeking for evidence of insight, of emotional impulse, of joy in the 
harmonious arrangement of forms and colour, is a feeling of regret 
for so much wasted effort. What is the good of painting pictures \ 
I pi^it it to the painters of Great Britain. Does it give them pleasure ? 
Does it bring them wealth ? Will they, when they look into the 
eyes of death, feel that they have spent their hves to any purpose ? 

To my mind the day of the easel picture is nearly over. It has 
been a long day and it is full time it should be drawing to a close. 
Easel pictures only began to be ])ainted towards the end of the fifteenth 
century, Walter Pater thought that Giorgione (1470-1504) was 
‘ the inventor of genre, of those easily movable pictures which serve 
neither for uses of devotion nor cl allegorical or historic teaching— 
little groups of real men and women,-amid congruous furniture or 
landscapes, morsels of actual hfc, conversation, or music, or play, 
refined upon or idealised until they come to seem like glimpses of life 
from afar.’ In arriving at this judgment Pater no doubt rehed upon 
Vasari. That most charming of all the historians of art said that 
Giorgione worked towards the end of his short life—which was cut 
off by an attack of the Plague caught from the kisses of his sweet¬ 
heart—that he worked ‘ with no other purpose than to make figures 
rft fancy to display his art.’ And Vasari complains rather crossly, 
like the good old Tory he was, that no one could tell him what they 
meant! 

Up to that time, the end of the fifteenth century,*'the Painter’s 
range of subject had been limited. His art had been employed upon 
definite schemes of decoration. He painted altar pieces, screens, 
church pillars, church walls. He painted for the houses of the great 
and for the public buildings of cities. Up to about 1500 it never 
seems to have occurred to anybody to desire to break with tradition, 
or to produce pictures painted without any special purpose, which 
could be hung up on any wall, and looked at as objects of ornament 
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■ or curiosity, apart altogether frortijtheir surroundings. It was only 
when the religious impulse in art had died away, and the patriotic 
• or civic impulse was on the wane’ that'the painter was forced to 
execute such pictures. He either had to.du this or*to give up painting 
altogether. ^ 

The world hag grown so accustomed to pictures being painted 
out of the artists’ own heads in their studios and being offered for 
sale to anyone who cares to buy them, that; it l 9 oks upon this as the 
natural and the only possible process. This is the world’s mistake. 
It frequency falls into the error of supposing that what is always 
has been and always will be, ignoring the truth that all things are in a 
state of flux. The Present is no more Jike the tast than a son is like 
his father. The Futme will stand to the Present in the same relation. 

The vogue of the easel picture, then, has been merely an incident 
in the history of painting. When I use the term ‘ easel picture ’ 

I do not, by the way, mean it to include portraits. They stand in a 
class by themselves. The phrase covers landscapes, figure studies, 
subject pictures of every kind, all paintings, in sbort, wbicb are 
executed by the artist according to his own unhampered fancy, to be 
disposed of to the highest bidder and exposed to view wherever tlie 
purchaser may please. 

Of such paintings there arc produced in this country alone not 
less than ten thousand, at a low estimate, every year. In a pro¬ 
sperous year, perhaps, a hundred or two may find purchasers. The 
painters who are fortunate enough to sell their work are regarded 
not merely as successful men, but as successful painters. They are 
held to have succeeded in their art^ as well as in the scramble for a 
living wage. But let us trace to its destination a picture by one of 
these fortunsite men, and jet us S(ie whetlier they can really be said 
to have succeeded at all in the artistic sense. 

Our picture will be bought by a maii of great possessions. Only 
such buy pictures. Those whose means are not greatly in excess 
of their needs content themselves, if they hajig tlieir walls with 
pictures at all, with reproductions of tlic world’s great paintings. 
For them the best is good enough. They do not ask for novelty 
as well. 

Seeing that riches and taste arc usually in an inverse ratio one to 
the other, the chances are that our purchaser has*no taste. He buys 
the picture either because his wife has met the artist at dinner, or 
because he is advised to do so. The reason for the advice may be : 
(1) that the artist’s work is in fashion ; or (2) that it is expected to go 
up in value ; or (3, more likely still) that the adviser is a friend of the 
artist’s, anxious to do him a good turn; 

Having got it home, the man of great possessions looks at it more 
carefully and decides where it shall be hung. Perhaps he hangs it 
in his dining-room or drawing-room, where it has to fight for its life 
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witli a number of other pictures ^11 jumbled incongruously together, 
and where, amid a confused^riot o^ pretentious decoration and frankly 
hideous utility, it has no more chdiuce of producing the impression at 
which the artist aimed than if it were exhibited in one of Messrs. 
Maple’s shop windows or an old ctiriosity shop. 

I’erhaps he decides that he does not care for it sc much as he sup¬ 
posed. Men often feel this way about their possessions when they 
have got them home’, whether the article in question be a picture 
or a wife. In this case the picture is hung in the second-best bedroom 
or in the passage leading to the garden door. There it stays until the 
purchaser dies or vacates the house. Then arises the question : 
Wliat shall be done with it now ? Seeing that it once cost money 
there is a natural repugnance against putting it on the fire. So it goes 
into a lumber room and gradually rots itself out of existence, and 
pre.scntly it finds its way on to the rubbish heap in conqiaiiy with the 
jiictures wliich were once its companions at Burlington House and 
which were not sold. 

Can this be called success ? What is the difference between the 
paiiiter who sells his pictures and the painter who fails to do so ? The 
former makes a living. The latter docs not. That is all. The 
works of both meet eventually with a similar fate. I’hc house-painter 
is as good a man as either, aye, and better. He knows he is working 
for the moment only and he puts on no ‘side.’ It is impos.siblc any 
longer to maintain the pretence that the mass of painters arc anything 
more than handicraftsmen, producing articles for which they (mis¬ 
takenly) imagine there is a demand, with no other object than to earn 
a livelihood. How many are there who have anything to say to us, 
any ideas to impart ? How many who have felt beauty tugging at 
their heart-strings and have longed to share their Vision jdlorious with 
the rest of mankind ? 

The aim of Art is to arouse noble emotion. It appeals to the 
emotional 8i(je of man’s nature. If a poem or a picture or a piece of 
sculpture does not make you feel something—possibly it may be 
what the painter or the poet or the sculptor felt: possibly not, he may 
have written or painted or modelled better than he knew—if, I say, 
ii arouses no emotion at all, it is not a work of art. There is no infal¬ 
lible test other than this. 

The argument tKat all great works of art do not arouse emotion 
in all people, and that, therefore, this touchstone is as fallible as the 
rest, need scarcely be considered. All people are not able to follow 
the reasoning of Euclid. We do not blame Euclid for that. 

Tried by this teat, the painters of to-day are condemned almost 
in bulk. How many arc there whose work is inspired by noble 
emotion ? Of skill in handling brushes, and in laying on of paint, 
there is no lack. Of any feeling behind the pamte.r’s baud and brain 
there is little trace in any of our exhibitions. Our painters might 
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achieve nobly if they were commissioned to exeeiife traditional 
subjects. Left to themselves thdy fall victims either to the Scylla of 
the Trivial or the Charybdis of theVague. They have technical 
ability, but no ideas. • I 

That is the reason why their work is so arid and dull. That is why 
we have witneissed so*rapid a decline of the fashion (ridicailous at any 
time, even in an age of painting geniuses) of hanging pictures at 
haphazard all over the walls of a house withoijt any sclienie of arrange¬ 
ment, Igtting theib struggle with one another for the beholder’s atten¬ 
tion. The taste which is mogt in vogue now goes to the other extreme. 
Taught by Morris and his disciples, we try to make our rooms pictures 
in themselves. We do not seek to palliate a hideous wall-paper by 
plastering paintings on it. Wo choose a wall-paper which shall itself 
give pleasure to the eye. Probably this change woidd have come 
about in any case, but i,t has been liasfeued by the decline of the 
painter’s art. Ninety-nine out of every hundred paintings to-day 
are like laboriously decorated jam-]U)ts with no jam in them. They 
are like books printed with care whose letters form no words, convey 
no meaning to the mind. 

There is, nevertheless, a bright, side to the immediate futuret)f the 
arts which are rejiresented at Burlington House. There is even a 
bright side to the ])roscnt Academy exhibition. It is clear that we are 
going to havt' a revival of sculpture. This development has been 
in the air for some years past. The very presence in the world of such 
a great sculptor as Kodin has something to do with it. Tic has given 
the art a new impetus. He has shown afresh wdiat the scnlptor can do. 
He has made us more impatieijt of all that is heavy, formal, dull. 
He has proved that the clay, when it is handled by a man of genius 
and temperament, and.w'arm emotions and vivid imagination, can be 
made to stir our feelings deeply. Tlodin, i)i short, pos-scsses just what 
the jmintcTS of our time lack—ideas. He models his clay with brains, 
and he has set on a nund.)er of his fellow sculptors to strive after 
putting individuality into their work instead of letting it be swamp(*d 
by convention and routine. 

Of the low condition to which sculpture fell in England during 
the eigliteentli century, and in which it remained until a few years ago, 
we need no further evidence tliau the evidence of our eyes. As we 
walk about London, our vision is constantly assailed by monstrosities 
in stone or«marble or bronze, wliicii would be incredible did they not 
exist. There are., it seems to me, tmly throe pieces of scnl])ture in the 
whole of London which can bo looked at with any pleasurable emotion, 
which convoy any emotion at all, excefit a sense of immeasurable 
depression and disgust. ’Phese are 

(1) The King Charhis the First statue at the top of Whitehall, 
a work of rare beauty and distinei.ion. Ijot us lie grateful to tJie 
old fellow who, when the Commonwealth Parliament ordered it to be 
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destroyed, buried it safely in his garden and sent the Vandals a cart¬ 
load of scrap iron ! 

(2) The Carlyle statue in /he Chelsea Embankment garden, by 

Sir Edgar Boehm, a nbble mejnc^ial of the rugged thinker who lived 
close by, catching the very character of him as surely^as the Whistler 
portrait did. . , 

(3) The memorial to Sir Arthur Sullivan in the Victoria Embank¬ 
ment garden close to the Savoy Theatre, by Mr. Goscombe John. 
Difficult as it was to deal with Sullivan’s undistinguished features, 
his scrubby moustache and disfiguring side whiskers, Mr. John seems 
to me to have treated his subject with the happiest ingenuity. The 
eye is taken by the graceful form of the woman who leans her head on 
her arm against the pedestal in an attitude of utter abandonment 
to grief. The small bust of the musician is hardly noticeable except 
as an integral portion of the design. 

It is typical of the British attitude towards the seemly and the 
beautiful, that a complaint was lodged against the artist, at the time 
of the unveiling of this work of unusual merit and charm, for not 
having made Sullivan more prominent. The complainants would, 
no doubt, have liked a trousered, frock-coated, standing figure like 
that grotesque one of Brunei which affronts the eye near at hand ; 
or possibly a seated effigy after the fashion of the statue, also not far 
off, of John Stuart Mill, who seems to be rising hastily after taking 
his seat, exclaiming with some (pardonable) annoyance that he had 
encountered the business end of a nail. Some day we shall break up 
all these ugly, stiff, ungainly figures which bear witness to the evil 
fortunes upon which the art of sculpture once fell in our country. 
We have begun to see what message sculpture should bring to us—a 
message of pleasure, of emotion, of joy. We have begun t® under¬ 
stand that it ought to show us, not how hideous the human form can 
be made by modern clothing, but how beautiful are its lines, how 
exquisite its proportions, when it is unspoilt. We are looking now to 
the sculptor to’quicken our powers of imagination. People who 
have in their houses, as so many do now, casts of the wonderful works 
of classical times, or even those pleasant little bronzes of modern 
workmanship which abound in Munich, Vienna, and Paris, will not 
put up for ever with the Albert Memorial. 

To estimate the distaBcc which separates us from the mid-Victorian 
period, compare the noble, tender, and dignified ‘ Memojial to the 
Men who fell in the Boer War,’ by Mr. Nicholson Babb, in the central 
hall at Burlington House, with the grotesque Guards’ memorial 
erected after the Crimean War at the bottom of Waterloo Place. 
The latter tells us nothing. It gives us no feeling, except a feeling 
that we should like to leave the spot as rapidly as possible.' Mr. 
Babb’s group, on the other hand, is obviously the work cf a man 
who has felt his subject, and is skilful enough technically to make 
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us feel it too. The angel is reaily impreseive ; its wifigs are treated 
with exceptional ingenuity and seAe of style. The wounded 
soldier could scarcely be improve^ upon irr any respect. His 
attitude of utter weariness and exhaustion is moving, and intensely 
human. Yet ^ one can trace, too, the sculptor’s assurance that 
he is dying in a good cause, and is glad to die. The people of 
Grahamstown, South Africa, are to be envied this fine adornment to 
their town. We jiave in London no memorial of its n^tur^which 
could fdt a moment compete with it. 

Close by Mr. Babb’s group is a belated specimen of the kind of 
sculpture which passed muster with the 'mid-Victorians. I have 
always heard that Lucknow is an unpleasant place, in the hot weather 
especially, but surely it has done nothing bad enough to merit the 
erection in one of its public places of tliis comical effigy of Sir John 
Woodburn, late Lieutenaift-Governor of Bengal. It would be funny 
anywhere. Contrasted with Mr. A. C. White’s ‘ Naiade,’ showing 
clearly the influence of Rodin ; with Mr. Portsmouth’s finely imagined 
‘ Captive,’ an image of rayless despair; with Mr. Garbe’s powerful and 
arresting ‘ Selbstsiichtiger,’ which should be presented to Mr. Roosevelt 
if he conquers the Trusts ; with Mr. David McGill’s ‘ Renunciation,’ 
breathing the very spirit of its title; or even with Mr. Pegram’s graceful 
seated figure of Sir Thomas Browne, its stupidity becomes a huge joke. 
It is diflicult, indeed, when we notice that it is by the man who designed 
and executed the Sullivan monument (of which I have already spoken) 
not to believe that it is an intentional joke. This, however, would be 
doing Mr. John an injustice. He has merely done what he knew was 
expected of him. It is because‘sculptors are ceasing to follow this 
line that sculpture is looking up. Any appeal to emotion in place of 
meaninglc!* adherence to tradition is bound to be attacked, as Rodin’s 
‘ Balzac ’ was. Rodin took no notice. Against whom is the laugh 
now ? Against the bumble-headed pedants who attacked him. Mr. 
John should flout convention and be himself. The sort of statue he 
has made of Sir John Woodburn should be left to marble masons to 
execute and to sorrowing relatives to erect in cemeteries. It is as 
little in place in an art exhibition as a wreath of immortelles under a 
glass cover would be at a flower show. 

Of the quieter pieces in the central hall,there is nothing more 
satisfactory than Mr. Albert Toft’s small group of his children. It is 
an excellent idea to have children modelled instead of painted. The 
result in most cases'would be more decorative ; and of children especi¬ 
ally, the charm and the character can be expressed far more effectively 
in clay than on canvas. Such a work as this of Mr. Toft’s would 
lend distinction to any room. One of the difficulties connected with 
sculpture is that people will not buy it, because they do not know 
what to do with it. The atmosphere of our climate makes it im¬ 
possible to keep statuary in the gardens, and except in a very large 
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house there is* no room for the largo* groups wliich most sculptors go 
in for. Mr. Toft’s entirely successful experiment clears that difficxilty 
out of the \vay. Another smalj piece which would look very well, 
say, upon the staircase of a medium-sized house, is Mr. Anders Olson’s 
‘ Gamine,’ a sweet little figure with a hoop, instinct with the demure 
prcttincss of childhood. Miss May Pownall’s ‘ The Flood ’ would 
fill a similar place so far as its size goes, but most people would think 
it too vivid and expressive in its delineation of panic to be hved with 
always. It should be in a more public place. ' 

The pieces mentioned would alone make this year’s sculpture 
exhibition the most hopeful and interesting the Academy has had 
within living memory. But in the lectmc-room there are further 
signs of the revival of the art. They are more scattered here ; pleasant 
oases amid deserts of ugliness; but they caimot fail to catch and 
delight the seeing eye. Take even the 1,uree official memorials of 
eminent divines—-Temple, tkeighton, and Hole. They are not 
specially distinguished, but they would not disgrace any cathedral, 
however full it might be of beautiful things. Alongside the row.s of 
horrid Tussaud-like effigies which deface the splendour of Westminster 
Abbey, and mar the restful dignity of St. I’aul’s, they would apjroar 
works of soaring genius. They mark an enormous im])rovemcnt in 
the taste of our sculptors, which is bound in tin)e to improve the ta,ste 
of our public, this being the only way the public taste ever is or ever 
can be improved. The mass of people will never set up a sudden 
demand for beauty. It must be forced ujjori them, as Morris fon-ed 
his designs, and Turner his painting, and Wagner Jiis music, and 
liodin his creations in clay. 

It would be tedious to mention all the works of merit which will 
make the sculpture I'ooms of J!)0G notable in the liistory ot the art of 
our time. Much more desirable is it to urge all who read this to go 
and verify for themselves the assertion 1 make as to the new spirit 
which is finding its way into the works of so many of the sculptors 
of to-day. W(! have had evidence of it at the New Gallery and at the 
international shows. But tliis is the first year the new spirit lias 
aliccted the official cxlubition. That, in England, marks a notable 
advance. 


If. Hamilton Fvfe. 
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riTE NEW REGENT'S QUADRANT 


For dose upon a century tlio Regent’s Quadrant lias been one of the 
most familiar sights to Londoners and llieir visitors, and great were 
the, misgivings that arose when it became hnown that the original 
leases were running out, and that the (Quadrant would have to be 
rebuilt; that, further, an hotel syndicate had accpiired a large site 
previously occupied by the St. James’s Hall and Restaurant on which 
they ini,ended to build a gigantic hotel. 

'riie demolition of the restaurant and concert hall (looking 
very picturesque in their dc.struction) fir,st made the general public 
aware of what was about to hajipen; and, though the man in the 
street as a rule takes but little intei-est in its architecture, he could not 
look on wholly nnmoved while* these well-known landmarks were 
being swept away. 

All knQW and most people ap])rcciate Nash’s great design in 
forming the road from St. James’s Park to Regent's Park-■ 
first comes the open ])lace with the Duke of York’s column and 
steps, then Waterloo Place handsomely terminated by the dignified 
insurance building, and then the (,)uadrant turning tlie corner in a 
quiet, unpretentious, but dignified way, and originally embellished 
with a colonnade which w^as equivalent 1o a covered arcade. Then 
the long line of Regent Streof intersected by Oxford Oircus and 
terminated by the spire of All 8ouls, Laiigham Place : and then, after 
another dexterous turn, finishing worthily wAh Portland Place and 
Park Crescetit, the whole forming a nobk* thorfujghfare of which we 
have every reason ttf bo proud. 

Tills extensive sche.me, which in its making transformed the district 
of London through which it passed, was carried out on Crown land 
with grpat foresight and public spirit by the managers of the Crown 
jiroperty, thus setting an example to our local authorities which, 
had it been followed by them in a similar spirit, would have made 

1G5 
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London to-day a very different plape from wtiat it is. A street such 
as this is a great possession to any city, and it is right that any altera¬ 
tions of it should be jealor^y watched by its citizens, especially 
if any tendency is shown by any section of the community to advo¬ 
cate rebuilding which would lower its character as one of the great 
architectural features in London. We may regret the loosening of 
control that seems taking place in other parts of Eegent Street, 
but in the Quadrant it is vQry satisfactory to know that architectural 
consiueratfons have had due weight with the Crown as ground land¬ 
lord and secured a fitting treatment of it. 

That the Quadrant must be rebuilt now that the leases are running 
out is undoubted, much as for some reasons we may regret it. Modern 
requirements and habits are different to what they were when the 
Quadrant was built, so that the upper portions of the buildings over 
the shops are now comparatively useless. This being so, the immediate 
rebuilding on the St. James’s Hall site, already referred to, necessitated 
the preparation of a complete design for the whole of the Quadrant. 
The Crown, as every one now knows, has been fortunate enough to 
obtain the services of a worthy successor to Nash to carry out this 
great work in Mr, R. Norman Shaw, R.A., whose design for the 
new Quadrant is exhibited in the Royal Academy, while the shops 
themselves on the St. James’s Hall portion of the site are already 
actually built and may be seen above the hoarding in the 
Quadrant. 

To describe the design is unnecessary, as it has already been widely 
published, and is by this time well known; sufficit to say it will be 
found worthy of its author; that ,the general facade will again be 
crowned by a continuous cornice, not even interrupted by the former 
break in Air Street; while the satisfying repetition of parts will be 
retained, and painted stucco will give place to that most "noble of all 
building materials for London, Portland stone. 

All this is as it should be, for the site is admittedly one of the 
finest in London, and demands as a first consideration the best archi¬ 
tectural treatment obtainable, while at the same time providing 
suitable shops on the ground floor and an elevation of good arcliiteq- 
tur^l character which shall not be too costly and burdensome for 
the tenants who have to rebuild. With regard to this latter point, 
the architect to the hotel syndicate, who is now carrying out that 
portion of Mr. Shaw’s elevation, has recently stated that.the design is 
found to be in its lines and details one of the most simple it is possible 
to have. 

As to the provision of suitable shops; we have long been called a 
nation of shopkeepers: let us hope that what is being now done in 
the Quadrant will set a fashion which may presently warrant the 
phrase of ‘ artistic shopkeepers ’ being applied to us. 
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Regent Street is above all things a shopping street; and of course 
for the public convenience it should and will be so; but as it is also our 
finest street, it should provide especially\or our finest shops in the finest 
way—and this cannot be done unless proper scope is given to archi¬ 
tectural requirenients. 

Of recent y^ars, ‘ unmitigated ’ shop fronts have been allowed to run 
riot through our streets, facilitated perhaps by the relaxed conditions 
in the latest building act. It seems t<5 be‘considered ^scn^jal by 
some to* face the whole of the ground and first floor fronts of a long 
series of houses with an appalling mixture of plate glass, looking glass, 
and tawdry wood and brass work; to commence any architectural 
treatment on the second floor, and fo cover the whole building over in 
due course with advertising announcements. Now even if, as some 
contend, this vulgar treatment results in increased sales for a time, there 
can be little doubt but that it leads in the long run to the deteriora¬ 
tion of the character of the street and of the shops as first-class business 
pro{)ddy. It has been hinted, in the supposed interest of the shop¬ 
keepers, that provision should have been made for such shop fronts 
in the Quadrant itself, where surely if anywhere such a treatment 
should be an absolutely derogatory impossibility. 

Walking through our streets it is fairly obvious to the most 
superficial observer that it is not necessarily the best firms who have 
the largest window shows, but rather the contrary. 

Public taste, by common consent, has improved in recent years, 
and IS hardly hkely to bo long impressed with these vulgar shop¬ 
fronts which entirely disregard all surrounding msthetic and structural 
conditions, and vulgarise not orfly the buildings to which they are 
attached, but also the goods wliich are displayed in them. 

Art dealers seem for some time to have become aware that the 
more precious the articles the fewer of them need be shown at one 
time, and in many businesses the size of the show space seems to 
diminish in direct ratio with the standing of the fifra. Quality is 
treated as more important than (juantity. 

It will be admitted that a street cannot be dignified unless the 
buildings on both sides of it arc dignified, and no building can be 
dignified unless carried on supports wliich are not only structurally 
suflicient for their purpose, but also appear to 4lie eye to be so. 

In the new shops in the (Quadrant piers arc only placed at 
the party-w*alls which divide one house from the other, wliile the 
whole of the interspace is left entirely to the will of the tenant 
to fill in as he pleases for the purposes of his business. 

In such a street as the Regent’s Quadrant this treatment seems to 
give all* that can possibly be required, and it is greatly to be hoped 
that, as public taste continues to improve, the example thus set by 
the Crown may be followed by other landlords in many of the more 
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important stieols. Tlio beauty of, our cities is a potent factor in 
attracting and detaining thoge who arc likely to be our customers; 
and when this fact Jias onc^ been realised, the time will not be far 
oil when the tenants of a line‘thoroughfare will resent as an outrage 
the appearance of vulgar blatant fronts in its midst as lowering it 
to the level of a sceWnd or third class neighbourhood- 

Aston Webb. 
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other wor(^, a Kttle healthy competition might finally persuade 
the Kafiir that, as the report of the Commission on Native Affairs 
puts it, 

■we live in days when the great mass of civilised humanity, ■with little exception, 
has to work, and work very hard, every day and every year; it is therefore neither 
wise of Government nor kind to the African natives to place them in a position 
to exist without giving to their country a fair contribution of the energy and 
labour which every other race is called upon and, indeed, forced by their natural 
flonditions to give. 

At the present time, out of a total of some 94,000 natives employed 
on mines and works, fully 60 per cent, are imported from Portuguese 
territory, leaving only 30,000 odd to be taken from a total popula¬ 
tion of four to five million natives residing in British territories. 
According "to the estimates made in the report of the Commission 
on Native Affairs in South Africa, about one-fifth of tliis total popu¬ 
lation may be taken as representing able-bodied men capable of 
labouring on the mines and in other industries, or, say, one million 
Kafirs. 

No-w, surely in the name of all that is reasonahlc, if it is possible to 
induce some 50,000 Chinese coolies to leave wife and family and home 
life for three years and travel several thousand miles, practically 
tempted by a high rate of wage, then it should also be possible to 
introduce such conditions of life for the native in or near to the 
industrial centres of the Transvaal as would induce, say, at least, one- 
tenth of this whole native population now resident in British posses¬ 
sions, or, say, 100,000 natives and their families, to gradually settle and 
make their home life near to the points where their labour is most 
needed. In other words, to quote from one of the recommendations 
made in the report of the Native Affairs Commission, ^ 

The creation, subject to adequate control, of native locations for residential 
purposes near labour centres or elsewhere is proof that they are needed. 

From a statement issued by the Native Affairs Department in 
the Transvaal it is clear that out of some, say, 180,000 or so of 
natives employed altogether in the Transvaal, a varying number 
of, say, from 6,000 to 8,000 are always leaving work and going back 
tc^their homes and a more or less similar number take their place. 

Now, in order to maintain the industry on the present basis of 
gold output and supply sufficient labour for other mipcs in course of 
development and which will pay well to work, some 160,000 unskilled 
native and Chinese coolie labourers are required, so that an additional 
50,000 unskilled labourers at least are needed. 

It follows, therefore, that if indentured Chinese coolie labour is 
to be prohibited after the present contracts expire, then it is impera¬ 
tive for the prosperity of South Africa and also of a section of manu¬ 
facturing Great Britain, and the phjndcally fit and competent of British 
unemployed labour, that some policy be at once initiated to attract the^ 
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In April 1904 tlie Government of Mr. Balfour appointed a Royal 
Commission to inquire into tlie illegalities stated to be practised in 
Ibe Churcli of England, and in June 1906 tliis Commission has issued 
its Report. Considering the gravity of the issues at stake, the large 
mass of material to be received and verified, the immense field of Church 
history wliieh had to be reviewed, as well as the previous efforts to 
deal with breaches of the law wliich had to be considered, it cannot 
be urged that the Commission has greatly fuansgresscd the limits 
of time necossa .y for so vast a task. The Report which is now in our 
hands is an evidence of the care and patience and assiduity with 
which the Commissioners have pursued their labours. It would not 
be possible to speak too Irighly of the calm, dispassionate and judicial 
temper of the wdiolc document, nor'to praise undul}' the fairness and 
imi)artiality with which the evidence of all the witnesses has been 
received and considered. The Commissioners have had a task of great 
difficulty to perform. Grave allegations had been brought forward 
VoL. LX— No. 304 169 N 
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by the Protestant party in the Church of hJngland of a widespread 
breach of thfe law, all pointing to a detennination on the part of a 
Romanising section of the C|i‘iirch to undo the work of the Reforma¬ 
tion, The Commissioners werp desired by the late Government to 
ascertain how far these accusations were correct; how large was the 
number of transgressors, and, granting that the, evil 'w;as of the nature 
described, what remedies could be brought to bear on the case. 

This task they have performed in such a manner as to have earned 
the thinks of all Churchpeople; and whatever the result may be, 
their work will remain a monument of untiring zeal and devotion 
and a document of the greatest value to the country. 

To criticise adequately such a work would demand an amount of 
knowledge of ecclesiastical law. Church history and theological ques¬ 
tions that few possess, and I would not venture on so bold a step; 
but to anyone interested in Church matters a few jjoints in the 
Report present themselves as salient feathres, upon which it is not 
so difficult to form an opinion. Moreover, as a member of the Joint 
Evidence Committee, I may at any rate lay claim 1 o some knowledge 
of the facts of the case as they appeared to those whose object it was 
to convince the Commission and the public of the truth of the state¬ 
ments they had long been making. 

As to the accuracy of these statements, the Rejjort, as far as it 
goes, amply substantiates the case of the Protestant party. 

Chapter IV. in the Report is devoted 1,o ‘ Present, breaches and 
neglect of the law,’ and these are divided into two classes, ‘ Non¬ 
significant ’ and ‘ Significant,’ or, in other words, breaches of the law 
occasioned through convenience, negligence, or custom, entitled 
‘ non-significant,’ and breaches of the law signiiieant of doctrines 
removed in varying degrees from those contained in the Prayer-book 
of the Church of England, and held also in varying degrees by those 
who are guilty of them. These arc rightly termed ‘ significant.’ 
The first class of breaches are almost eutirely those alleged against 
the Protestant or Evangelical party. Pour pages of the Report 
suffice to cover them; wliilst the latter class, which consists entirely 
of the practices of the Anglican school, are so numerous, and require 
such miuute description, that no less than thirty pages are devoted 
to them. These practices range from such as might be held to cover 
doctrines not prohibited by our articles and formularies to those 
which have their exact counterj)art in the Church of Rome. The 
lesser irregularities, though in themselves illegal, are, nevertheless, 
looked upon less gravely, as being in some sort of sense not absolutely 
at variance with the teaching of the Church of England; but the 
Report well observes, with regard .to these irregularities in the direc¬ 
tion of excess, that it must be recognised that an accumulation of such 
practices in a service may under certain conditions have an effect 
more serious, and further removed from the standard of the Prayer- 
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book and the type of worship inculcated by the Church of England, 
than the several practices taken singly wguld appear to have. 

In n large number of the services of Hnjy 'Commumon [they state] as to 
which evidence has been given, vestments, the (lonfiteor, illegal lights, in¬ 
cense, the Lavabo, the ceremonial mixing of the chalice, the wafer, a posture 
rendering the mamtal acts invisible, the sacring bell, and the last (xospel, are all 
or nearly all in use, and unite to change the outward character of the service 
from that of the traditional service of the lleformed English Ehurch to that 
of the traditional service of the Church of iiome. * » -•< 

• 

The Commissioners, however, are evidently deeply impressed with 
the existence of other and graver practices significant of doctrines 
entirely coudemued by the (Church of fengland. They admit that they 
have boon shown to exist in considenable numbers. They state, 
they ‘ lie on the Homeward side of a line of deep cleavage between 
the Chureh of Englaiul aftd that of Home,’ and ‘'that the only 
question that can arise as f a them is not whether they can be sanctioned, 
but how they can most effectively be dealt with so as to be made to 
cease.’ 

No doubt, if action were taken vigoroiusly and without dalay 
against all those who arc at the present moment guilty of them, 
much good might Ix' done. ft. must not, however, be forgotten 
that the lesser irregularities in tlie. sigiiiricant class are. those which 
lead iq) to the graver ones, and many of them contain the same doc¬ 
trines in their initial stages. I’littiug together the significant practices, 
subdivided by the Uepori- into t.jbree classes, we have the fonnidable 
list of no less than thirty-four (uiferent illegalities widely practised 
m the Church of England. A list dl the three classes is subjoined :— 

Illegal 'i*ractices : 

(1) V^estments. 

(2) Confiteor and last Gospel. 

(fi) (Jereinoriial mixing of the rdialice. 

(4) Walers. 

(5) fjavabo. 

(0) The hiding of the manual acts. 

(7) The sign of the (boss. 

(M) Sanctus bell. 

(b) Incense. • 

(10) Portable lights. 

(11) Lights upon the holy table. 

(12) Holy water. 

(13) Bles.sing of palms. 

(14.) Tenebrm. 

(15) Washing the altars. 

(Hi) Paschal candle. 

(17) Stations of the Cross. 
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(18) Observance of days not appointed by the Prayer-book to be 
observed : 

(i) Harvest thanki^vings, &c. 

(ii) Black letter saintb’ days. 

(iii) Days excluded from the Prayer-book £^alendar. 

• f 

Illegal practices of a graver kind connected with the service of 
Holy Communion : 

(1*^) Celebrations without communicants, rfind (20) children’s 
Eucharists. ‘ 

(21) Use of the canon of the Mass. 

(22) Omission of the Invitation. 

(23) Omission of the Creed and the Gloria in Excelsis. 

(24) Elevation. 

(25) Genuflexion. 

(26) Ecce Agnus Dei, &c. 

(27) Reservation. 

(28) Mass of the prae-sanctified. 

(29) Benediction. 

Illegal practices as grave as the foregoing, mostly concerning (i) the 
relation of the Church in her services towards {s) the Blessed Virgin Mary, 
(b) the Saints, and (ii) the veneration of images : 

(30) Observance of days either excluded from the Kalendar 
in the Prayer-book or introduced since the Reformation into the 
Kalendar of the Roman Church. 

(31) Hymns to the Blessed Virgin Mary and (32) Intercessions 

■ of the Blessed Virgin Mary and of Saints. 

(33) Veneration of images. 

(34) Veneration of roods. • , 

We may, therefore, claim to have abundantly proved our case 
against the extreme Anghcan party. It may be argued, as no doubt 
it will be, that to prove Romish practices in 559 cihurches is no evidence 
(f any widespread growth of Romanism in the Church of England ; 
but we maintain that that figure in no sense represents the extent of 
the evil. To procure evidence is a costly, difficult, and ungrateful 
, task. Churches had to be visited, entailing 1 ong and repeated j ourneys; 
trustworthy witnessee, willing to undertake the task, were hard to 
find, especially such as were competent to describe, the minutiae 
of Roman ritual; the time was short, and only a limited amount of 
reliable information could be obtained. Besides wliich, both our 
Committee and that of the Church Association were informed by the 
Secretary of the Royal Commission, after a certain date, that no more 
evidence was required. It would be a great mistake to measure the 
extent of the Romeward movement in the Church by the compara¬ 
tively small number of churches described in the Report, and^although 



1906 TEE REPORT p'N CHURCH DISCIPLINE 173 

• 

we would not for a moment dispute the fact that a large proportion of 
the clergy of the Church are loyal to its prescribed ritual, enough has 
been shown of an opposite character to call for vin^cation of the law. 

That part of the Report, therefore, which deals with the recom¬ 
mendations is that to which everyone will turn, and it is there that a 
feeling of disappbintmeflt is experienced. The recommendations arc 
ten in number; but the chief importance centres in two. These are 
a revisirm of the rubrics and a reform of the ecclesiastical courts. 

A revi#ion of the rubrics has an attractive sound, and lias frOm 
some points of view much to be said for it. There is no doubt of a 
need of greater elasticity in Church life in cerl^fiin directions, and it is 
indisputable that Church work is crairaped and hindered by rubrics 
and laws drawn up under totally different conditions. It is, for 
instance, a manifest waste of energy, becoming almost an absurdity, 
to insist upon a daily repetition of Morning and Evening Prayer, when 
in the rush and strain and stress of modern work and life such a 
requirement leads constantly to a curate reading the Service to an 
empty church, whilst a vast population outside is toiling at the daily 
round of work which entirely prohibits their attendance. Time is 
thus consmned which could be better spent by the clergy in study, or 
visiting the sick, or in other parochial duties. A rubric, also, which 
requires that anyone intending to partake of Holy Communion should 
signify his name to the curate the day before is manifestly not only 
impossible, but altogether undesirable. It is, also, evidently to be 
regretted that when a great wa^c of religious fervour is sweeping 
over the country, as recently in ^ales, or when some great event of 
national history has stirred the country to its dei^ths; our Church 
should be precluded by hide-bound rules from either participating in 
the one or giving expression to the other. 

In these and many other directions relief is needed. The non¬ 
significant breaches of the law which the Report records are evidences 
of how some of the provisions of our rubrics press hardly on Church 
life and work, and if a revision could be undertaken with regard to 
some of these matters, it would obvfiate much inconvenience, and be 
a very practical improvement. 

But a revision of the rubrics opens the door to much more than 
this, and is evidently contemplated for other objects. 

Before, therefore, consenting to so grave a stSp in a crisis like the 
present, when«a large party in the Church is heading towards Roine, 
we must know what direction a revision of the rubrics would take. 

The Commissioners are impressed, they tell us, with the fact ‘ that 
the public worship of the Church of England is too narrow for the 
religious jife of the present generatioh; that it needlessly condemns 
much which Churchpeople value; that modern thought and feeling 
are characterised by a care for ceremonial and a sense of dignity in 
worship.’ They come, therefore, to the conclusion that the rubrics 
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must be revised in the direction of greater elasticity, or, in otter words, 
of allowing some things that,are at present illegal. 

But let us examine this a little more in detail. Let us take a 
cathedral service as an example of what our rubrics allow, and ask 
ourselves whether it lacks any of those characteristics which the 
Commissioners rightly discern to be necessaty to many, and which 
certainly arc ai)preciated by all. What is there to prevent this being 
the model to which every church in the country may aspire ? Is 
an alteration of the rubrics necessary here to satiny modern ideas ? 

If we are to go beyond this in order to mec't the religious needs 
of the present day, it,,is evident we must contemplate sanctioning 
some of those other practices enumerated in the Report under the 
heading of ‘ Breaches of the law having significance,’ but not neces¬ 
sarily descriptive of doctrines prohibited by the Church of England. 
These are the first eighteen in the list given above. 

To lake the very first on the list, vi;^. vestments. This practice 
raises the most vital doctrine of the sacrificial character of the Holy 
Communion, for which the Ritualists contend, but which we main¬ 
tain finds no sanction or autho7-ity from the Prayer-book. The per¬ 
mission to use a distinctive garment at the Holy Communion would 
be a virtual permission to hold the doctrine. 1’lie Ritualists certainly 
would eonsidcr it as such, for they have constantly asserted that the 
vestments arc claimed as significant of that doctrine. How, then, 
can Evangelicals concede this 2)oint ? A suri’cnder here would mean 
a surrender of the central position of our Church with regard to the 
difference between the Mass and ti(i Holy Communion. It is, there¬ 
fore, impossible to look upon veslivents as a harmless adjunct. Those 
’who desire their reintrodiiction do so with a clear object in view, 
which in justice to them we must own they have ncvci>scrupled to 
declare. 

A victory achieved by them on this ])oint would, therefore, be a 
victory all along the line. It would be the height of folly on our part 
to give way. Our juesent position with regard to vestments is an 
impregnable one. They have no claim whatever from antiquity. 
They were nerver worn in the primitive (fhurch as in any sense con¬ 
nected with the Holy Communion. All historical research goes to 
prove that their special use in point of time synchrouises with the 
growth of those material views of the Sacrament which culminated 
in the doctrine of Transubstantiation. For this reason, when we 
rejected the doctrine we discarded the distinctive dress that typified 
it. To alloAV the dress now, after a disuse of 30() years, would be a 
virtual denial of the stand made by the Reformers and an admission 
that our Church had been in error during all that period. To tlus the 
Evangelical ]>arty will never consent, and it cannot be too clearly 
stated that any attempt to admit a permissive use of vestments 
would lead to a disruption of the Church. 
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The memorial presented to the Commission by the DQ 3 ,n of Canter¬ 
bury, and mentioned in the Report, whiah was signed in a few days by 
nearly 10,000 persons, is a proof of the accuracy pf this statement. 

To labour all the other items on the list is hardly necessary. They 
are, if not significant of doctrines verging Romewards, at any rate 
all an imifatioif of Rcflnan forms of worbhip which are alien to the 
spirit of the Reformed Church of England. To legalise any of them 
would be to take a very long step in the direction of Rome, especially 
when tb(*y are advocated by men who openly work for reunion -^th 
that Church. It is the greaitest possible mistake to imagine that 
concessions to that party will improve the .situation in the Church 
of England. Lord Halifax has laid ’down as his terms of peace that 
there must, be a recognition, as part of the heritage of the Church of 
England, of vestments, the use of incense, lights, the mixed chalice, 
reservation of the Sacrament for the sick, as well as the practice of 
offering the Holy Sacrament, and of prayers for the dead in Christ. 
Are these terms which a Church calling itself reformed and Pro¬ 
testant cen accept ? If we could once imagine such terms granted, 
and rubrics framed wliich would allow of all these practices, what would 
the immediate result bo ? An enormous impetus would be given 
to the whole Rorneward movement. The, Ritualist party, having 
compelled the English Parliament, to alter the rubrics of the Church 
of England and legalise previous illegalif.ies, would go forward with 
renewed vigour towards the accomplishment of their programme. 
It is hardly possible to conceiv| anything more disastrous from the 
point of view of securing peace ffc the Church. 

The second remedy proposed by the Commissioners'is the reform 
of the ecclesiastical courts. . The report assigns, as one of the chief 
causes of H^e failure to -maintain law and order in the Church, the 
constitution of the Court of Pinal Appeal for ecclesiastical causes, 
and makes the startling statement that, since thousands of clergy 
with strong lay support refuse to recognise its jurisdiction, its judg¬ 
ments cannot be practically enforced. 

Without entering into tlie question of the policy of meeting a 
prolonged and sustained course of law-breaking by revising tlie law 
to suit the law-breakers, a ]ioliey wliieb has never been attended with 
success in past history, it is, perhaps, more profitable to inquire into 
the constitution of this court, and sec on whtft ground it rests and 
whether its authority is impeachable. To do so we must go back 
to the time of Henry the Eighth and study the history of his reign. 
8ucli a study will prove to us that this court, representing, as it does, 
the Royal supremacy, is the rock on which our Reformation settle¬ 
ment is built, and upon which the liberties of Enghshnien depend. 

Although actuat'd by political rather than religious motives, 
H'mry was the real author of the legislation which has secured our 
freedom by delivering us from the jurisdiction of the courts of spiritual 
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diacipKne. 17 p to his time the lives and libe-rtics of the people were 
at the mercy of these tribunals. When Henry came to the throne, 
the hatred of the clergy, and the strong anti-clerical feeling which 
pervaded the country, were due, we are told by Bishop Stubbs, ‘ to 
the ever spreading and rankling sore produced by^the inquisitorial, 
mercenary, and generally disreputable charact(Jr of these courts.’ ^ It 
was from direct distrust and dissatisfaction with ‘ spiritual judges ’ 
that Parliament/ insisted en an appeal being given to the Grown 
from each and all of the archbishops’ courts. H is recorcb^d of the 
King as far back as 1515 that, when <he rescued Dr. Standish from 
the clutches of the Cardinal Archbishop of York and the Primate, 
he used these words ; ‘ By the will of God I am king of England, and 
by ancient custom have no superior save God. I intend to maintain 
the rights of my crown as fully as any of my progenitors have done. 
You yourselves of the spiritualty act expressly against divers of the 
decrees, and interpret them according to your fancy. I will never 
consent to your desires.’ '■' All the acts of King Henry’s reign were 
designed to curb the power of the clergy and to establish on a firm 
footing the absolute supremacy of the Crown, and this in the interests 
of tlie liberty of the laity. In this course of action he was supported 
by the Commons of England. One essential feature of the Reforma¬ 
tion was that it was a lay movement. 

‘ The importance of the new measures,’ says Mr. Green in his 
History of England, ‘ lay really in the action of Parliament. 'They 
were an cx])licit announcement that Church reform was now to be 
undertaken, not by the clergy, buy- by the peoi)le at large.’ '* The 
people were determined to strikcffor their freedom, and found in 
Henry their agent for carrying out the policy to which they equally 
with him were ])ledged. • , • 

It is this supremacy which is threatened by any tampering with 
the Judicial Committee of the I’rivy Council. The Ritualist party 
have always realised that as long as this court existed they were 
powerless to establish that system of ecclesiastical discipline and 
control over tlie laity upon which their minds are set., and which 
has been insisted on by some of their most eminent leaclers as the 
\ proper business of an ecclesiastical court. Not only this, biit they 
found themselves also liindered by the decisions of the court in de¬ 
veloping that ritual jttid ceremonial which they value as constituting 
the link they desire with the Catholic Church of pre^Reformation 
times. They have, therefore, constantly asserted on all occasions 
the impropriety of lay judges adjudicating on spiritual questions. 
They have insisted that the government of the Church is vested by 
Divine right in the hands of the' bishops, and that the decision of all 

* Constitutional History, vol. iii. p. 523. 

’ See Heywood's Preface to Bishop Gardiner’s Oration (Longmans), p. 20. 

® History of England, vol. ii. p. 148. 
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matters of faith and doctrine appertains to them, and not to the laity. 
An absolute refusal on their part to ob(^ the judgments of the Privy 
Council or to pay the slightest heed to its findings, added to a 
cumbrous and expensive form of procedure, has led to a practical 
abandonment on .the part of the authorities of any effort to uphold 
the law. Consequently, those who are aggrieved by the action of 
law-breaking clergy find themselves practically without redress. It 
is not sufficiently considered how much Idie laity suffer througli the 
high-hanjled action* of the clergy who force an elaborate ritfiai oiT an 
unwilling congregation. It is true such clergy may succeed at last 
in securing support in a greater or less degree, but only through the 
process of driving away all those -to whom the Church rightfully 
belongs, and ministering to a flock either educated by themselves or 
drawn from other parishes. A condition has thus arisen which is 
a scandal to the Chui ch., The Commissioners, iir their anxiety to 
relieve this situation, favour a plan which would place the final appehl 
in matters of faith and doctrine not, as it is now, in the Crown, as 
expressed by a lay court in the Judicial Committee of the Privy 
fJouncil, but in the hands of the archbishops and bishops, without 
any appeal from their decisions. They propose in their fifth recom¬ 
mendation that: 

Where, in an appeal before tlie Final Court which involves charges of 
heresy or broach of ritual, any question touoliing the doctrine or use of the 
(’hurch of England shall bo in controversy, which question is not, in the 
opinion of the Court, governed by the plain language of documents having tlio 
force of Acts of Parliament, and inAdves the doclrino or use of the Church of 
England proper to be applied to tl»4 facts found by the Court, such question 
shall bo referred to an assembly the arclibishops and bishops of both 
provinces, who shall be entitled to call in such advice as they may think lit; 
and the opLijion of the majority of such assembly of the archbishops and bishops 
with regard t8 any question so submitted to them shall bo binding on the Court 
for tho purposes of tlio said appeal. 

Suck a proposal, if carried, would allow, wc may conclude, of a 
decision by an ecclesiastical court on any question delating to llie 
articles of the Church of England,' or to the intention of tlic new 
rubrics as. revised by tho Convocation." The Commissioners, in order 
to justify this recommendation, quote with much api)roval the Report 
of the Royal (Jommissiori on Ecclesiastical Courts, the object of which 
was, it states, ‘ to reconstruct the Final Const without violation of 
constitutional principles.’ 

That Commission was nominated by Mr. Grladstone, and issued 
its Report in 1883. *It was composed of men such as Professors Free¬ 
man and Stubbs, convinced medisevalists; members of the English 
Church Union like the Marquis of Bath and the Earl of Devon, and 
many oilier noted High Churchmen; whilst only two Evangelicals, 

* These not having the force of an Act of Parliament. 

* It is not difficult to imagine what result might ensue. 
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Lord Chichester and Dean Perowne, were on it. The chairman was 
Archbishop Tait. His fidelity to Protestantism was well known, but 
he died before the Eeport was drafted. 

This Commission, although composed, as we have seen, almost 
exclusively of Higii Churchmen, yet in ils recoinmendations still 
allowed of an appeal to the Crown from the provincial courts; but 
the present proposals limit this right in the manner above described, 
and in certain cases leav« the final decision in the hands of the 
ecofcsiastjcal authority. The Report, in order fulrthcr to strengthen 
its own recommendations, quotes the. preamble of 24 Hen. VIII. 
cap. 12, which declares that the final determination of matters and 
juri.sdiction to render justice belongs to the King, who, neverthe¬ 
less, if any causes of the law divine or of spiritual learning ha])pen 
to come in question, is to have it declared, interpreted, and showed 
by the spiritualty or English Church.’ The object of the quotation 
evidently is to show that the decision on spiritual questions lay 
through this Act with the Church. 

If, however, we examine the history of this Act, as well as the Act 
itself, we shall find it does not warrant the conclusion it is sought 
to draw from it. In the first place, w'hen that Rill was first drafted, 
Henry, who had his own objects in view, ^irged strongly the sufficiency 
of the spiritualty, because he desired to/obtain spiritual sanction for 
his divorce. But the Act itself is far f^bm cstabbshing the claim of 
the Church to spiritual jurisdi(;tion. ^ 

It appears from many eminent ay//lioritics, among whom may be 
mentioned Lord Campbell, Dr. Phil/more, and Dr. Stubbs, that the 
‘causes of the law divine or of spi»/tual learning’ alluded to in the 
Act referred not to spiritual mattw/s at all, but to what we should 
now call ‘ temporal ’ matters. Th/se were tithes, div'orcej and money 
payments to the clergy. Dr. Phillimore and Dr. Stubbs, in the 
evidence before the Royal tbmmission, admitted (.hat these three 
classes of suits, which we should now call ‘ temporal,’ were specifically 
the classes contemplated by the terms ‘ causes of the law divine or 
of spiritual learning,’ of which, according to the preamble of this 
Act, none but a spiritual person might judge. The Act was intended 
to disallow appeals to Rome in these matters, but still allowed them 
in all spiritual suits. To quote Lord Campbell: 

The 24 Hen. VTII. cap. 12 still allowed an appeal to the Tope in all spiritual 
suits [t.e. in the modern sense of the word ‘ spiritual ’] and it wA,s framed upon 
the principle that, while all temporal matters which were discussed in the 
eccdeaiastical courts should bo finttlly determined hy courts sitting within the 
realm, the spiritual jurisdiction whicli belonged to the Pope as supreme head 
of the Western Chnrcli should remain unaffected. Accordingly, this Statute is 
confined to causes about wills, to causes about matrimony and divoroe, and to 
causes about tithes and oblations." 


" Lord Campbell in the Queen’s Bench judgment, Gorham v. Bishop of Exeter. 
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But whatever view we may take of this question,^the preamble 
never had the force of an enactment., Dr. Stubbs admits that it is 
unreasonable to ‘ read it into ’ subsequent Acts of Parliament; its 
recognition of the clergy as constituting ‘ the C!hurch ’ has been dis¬ 
allowed by subsequent Acts ; it recognises that ‘ spiritual jurisdic¬ 
tion ’ belongs t» the ‘ realm,’ and is due to ‘ princes and laws ’ of the 
‘ realm,’ even when exercised exclusively by clerg 5 rmcn ; and it pro¬ 
vides by authority of Parliament that every priest who refuses to 
adrninis^r Sacranlents, &c., on account of excommunications, ^c., 
shall be imprisoned.^ So much for the preamble of the Act 24 
Hen. Viri. 

This Act, however, was superseded by another of far greater 
importance, which has been well termed the great Reformation 
Statute. The 25 Hen. VIII. cap. 19 effected a revolution. It gave 
an appeal to the King in Co^unwl in all suits of every kind. In its wide, 
sweeping language it allowetl of ‘ all manner of appeal of what nature 
or condition soever they be (jf, or what cause or matter soever they 
concern . . . any usage, custom, or proscription to the contrary not¬ 
withstanding,’ and thus placed the whole spiritual jurisdiction on the 
foundation of the Royal supremacy— i.e. of the national wiU expressed 
tlirough its supreme head. It further provided that no canons should 
in future be made without the King’s assent beforehand and his 
ratification afterwards. One direct result of this measure was that 
tlie study of canon law fell into desuetude. It was prohibited by 
Royal edict at the universities,.who were forbidden to confer degrees 
in that faculty. It may seem annewhat far-fetched to fear a revival 
of that, canon law which ruled rn^haeval Europe, but ibis a significant 
fact tlxat proposals have been made to found a chair of canon law 
in Englamil^ and it has been stated that the Bishop of Salisbury has 
ofTered to contribute one-half of the endowment. It is also not 
without interest to note that the celebrated Lambeth judgment of 
Archbishop Benson in favour of ‘ lights before the Sacrament ’ was 
based upon the authority of a synod held at Oxford* in 1222, when 
the Lateran Decrees were formally promulgated, thus making part 
of the canon law binding on this coimtry. It is Henry the Eighth 
that we may thank for relieving us in England of this and all other 
ecclesiastical burdens. The advocates of ecclesiastical jurisdiction 
will find no assistance in any of the Acts of4iis reign. If we once 
undo his wo4‘k we shall go dangerously near destroying our Reforma¬ 
tion settlement and imperilling our religious liberties. 

What, then, is the impression left on the mind by the study of 
the recommendations of the Royal Commission ? The main idea 
seems to be an endeavour to drive a wedge into the ranks of the 
Anglican party, to divide it into two groups which might be termed 
‘ reconcilables ’ and ‘ irreconoilablcs.’ It is recogmsed that the latter, 

’ Bepurt, p. ‘il5. 
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who are evidently looked upon as a small group, must either conform 
to the law or leave the Church. The other and larger group it is 
hoped to retain by relaxing the rubrics in their favour. This hope is 
based on the assumption that there exists in the Church of England 
a section of people who only desire to give expression to the cere¬ 
monial aspect of worship, and who find in that atmosphere aids to 
the devotional spirit quite apart from any doctrinal significance 
attaching to it. Such persons, if they exist, cannot be said to belong 
to what-vv as termed the old High Church school. These people, who 
took high views on Sacramental doctrines, but not higher than our 
Prayer-book warrants, and attached immense value to the corporate 
life of the Church, to her ministry and traditions, yet found in its 
ritual, when properly carried out, sufficient to satisfy their religious 
needs. They gloried in the dignified yet simple expression of wor¬ 
ship so peculiar to our Church, and would have shrunk back in horror 
from the quasi-Romish aspect of our modem Rituahstic churches and 
services. Those who to-day demand more do so because they have 
reached a different plane of doctrines. The fact is, it is quite im¬ 
possible to dissociate ritual from dogma. The old High Churchmen 
held ‘ the old traditional High Church doctrines which find ample 
expression in our own ritual. The modern Ritualist needs more, 
because that ritual does not express the doctrines he holds. What 
he wants, and will not rest until he obtains, is liberty to express in 
his worship those doctrines which he believes unite him to the Catholic 
Church of pre-Reformation times—\^ich are, in fact, not covered 
by, but rather carefully excluded froim our formularies. Any attempt 
to retain such in our Church by majwng concessions to them is fore¬ 
doomed to failure. No reform of the rubrics, except in such a sense 
as would entail disloyalty to our Articles, would satisfy them—no 
reform of ecclesiastical procedure, unless it resulted in such judgments 
as would be in harmony with that vague and shadowy phantom to 
which they are ever appealing—viz. the voice of the Catholic Church. 
We may take it as an accepted fact that no revision of the rubrics 
which would satisfy even the less advanced members of the Ritualist 
party would ever be assented to by the more Protestant section 
of the Church, In altering them in the interest of the minority, who 
would have successfully defied their bishops, the law of the land, 
and the strongly expressed feelings of the community, wc should 
risk the break-up of a Church which in the main is loyal. • 

It is, we may be sure, equally certain that, as long as the Church 
is an Established Church, Parliament will never recede from the 
Reformation settlement, which in King Henry’s Act gave a final 
appeal to the Crown in all matters in the comprehensive language 
before quoted. 

It will be wisdom on our part to recognise without delay that 
our Church can only stand as a National Church as long as it i s in 
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conformity with the national will, and that ecclesiastical rule has 
ever been, and always w'ill be, foreign to our national character. 
We cannot be coerced by a handful of ecclesiastics, representing but 
an insignificant minority of the nation. In resisting their'claims we 
can securely count not only on vast numbers in our own Church, 
but on that large sectibn of the nation which is outside its fold, and 
to whom the maintenance of the Reformation is just as important 
as to ourselves. It is not by a retrogradfe movement in Church hfe 
that we shall develop to the full the great governing capacities of ^liis 
country, but by a reassert!on of those vital principles of independ¬ 
ence and self-reliance which in the sixteenth century sent our country¬ 
men over sea and land to gain jewels for the British Crown. I can¬ 
not for one moment believe that the Parliament of to-day will be less 
courageous than that which met in England in Henry’s time, and 
which had far greater difficulties than those of the present time to 
encounter. Of one thing we may be certain—viz. that if Parlia¬ 
ment cannot find means for maintaining law in the Church, its dis- 
establisliment and disendowment will speedily follow. 

9 

Cornelia Wimuorne, 
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The composition of tlie Commission may add weiglit and interest to 
its recommendations ; it certainly renders the free discussion of them 
extraordinarily difficult. These recommendations are not so much 
the impartial findings of a court of inquiry, as the declaration of the 
]jolicy which the heads of the hierarchy, and, what is perhaps even 
more im]>ortant, the leaders of the great factions, have decided to 
pm’sue. The unanimity of the (bmmissioners—imquestionably a 
great triumph for Lord St. Aldwyn—adds much to the. difficulty of 
effective criticism. For the Report goes far beyond the bfiaten track 
of official investigation, far beyond tlic referemee with which the 
Commission was constituted. The» Commissioners are not content 
with ‘inquiring into the alleged f^'revalencc of breaches or neglect 
of the law relating to the conduct of Divine Scrvic^e in the Cliurch of 
England and to the ornaments and fittings of churches,* but must 
needs embark on the vast and misty sea of ecclesiastical antiquarianism. 
There is something piquant in the aspect of a Blue-book laid on the 
table of the House of Commons, and adorned with references to the 
‘ Peregrinatio Sylviae ’ (Duchesne, Origitiea, p. 476), ‘ Canons of 
Athanasius,’ § 7, 106, Dionys. Areop. Eccl. Hierarch, vii. 3, ‘ Liber 
Pontif., ed. Duchesne, vol. i. 174, 227, 233.’ There are many such 
references, and they convey an impression of much labour and some 
enidition, but they go far to destroy the effect of 1;he unanimity of the 
Commissioners. It x^ill not argue any disrespect for the Commis¬ 
sioners, as a body or as individuals, if it be pointed out that for 
researches into the origins of liturgical forms and ceremonies they 
cannot fairly be regarded as well equipped. Ther is but one historical 
expert in the list, and the reputation of Dr. G. W. Prothero has been 
gained in departments of historical work which, he would be the first 
to admit, have very little connection with the investigations into 
Orij nes Liturgicrc, which the Report presupjjoses. The Primate’s 
distinction in the region of ecclesiastical statesmanship explains, but 
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does not alter, thie fact that his Grace is not equally distinguished in 
the narrower region of sacred archgeology. The two Bishops are on 
many grounds distinguished and respected ; but pjcither is in the first 
rank of ecclesiastical learning. Sir Lewis Dibdin may be the first of 
ecclesiastical lawyers, but that circumstance docs not necessarily 
fit him for the dedicate smd difficult task of appraising the evidence of 
primitive Christian practice. Sir John Kennaway would add weight to 
any decision on religious politics, but his name isimknown among the 
scanty ba;^d of original students, and his polemical twin, Mr. J. G. 
Talbot, can hardly be said to bring any independent authority to the 
historical judgments he has subscribed. So throughout the list. No 
statesman stands higher in the confidence and regard of his country¬ 
men than Lord St. Aklwyn, and the other laymen arc in their w'ay 
eminent and respected, bu , to speak plainly, none of them, nor all 
of them tog(!f her, are really \^ell chosen for the task of deciding difficult 
and debated hi.storical questions. Moreover, it is not very easy to 
perceive the relevance of the excursions into pnmitive history which 
vary the dry-as-dust monotony of legal discussion. However inter¬ 
esting in its(df it may be to know that ‘ the use of the Sanctus 1^11 
was first introduced towards the end of the twelfth, and became 
general dining the thirteenth century,’ the information must be 
allowed to be nihil ad rem when the question of legality is solely at 
issue. It may fairly be questioned, indeed, whether the Commissioners 
have not given an indirect and unintentional encouragement to the 
very practice which they condenm. By their irrelevant discussions 
they at least .suggest that soniethmg turns on the point whether an 
illegal practice is ancient or conqoaratively modern, precisely the 
assumption o< the ‘ Kitualists,’ who never fail to plead some kind of 
an historical .justification for their disobedience to the-law. Experts 
are not likely to be affected by judgments which are, from their point 
of view, no more than the opinions of amateurs, and amateurs are not 
likely to defer to any but experts. The old warning against giving 
your reasons applies with sjiedal force to the case of a report on 
matters in which personal preference plays so prominent a part, and 
which at every turn wakes the passions of rehgious fanaticism. Unpalat¬ 
able decisions are all the more easily repudiated when it is seen that 
they are sustained by reasonings wliich are apparently fallacious or 
admittedly doubtful. The gratuitous loquacity of ^ubho authorities is 
one of the most dislincti ve features of the present time, and addsgreatly 
to the difficult task of securing social order and international peace. 
It is to be regretted that the Commissioners were so communicative. 

A graver fault is the binding up together, under the common 
description of breaches of the law, of the most innocent and, indeed, 
unavoidabre departures from the letter of the rubrics with illegalities 
wliich are neither innocent nor convenient, which are dehberate, and 
calculated with a purpose which is pubhely confessed and persistently 
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pursued. TJ;ie suggestion is inevitable, and as unfortunate as inevitable, 
that the root of the mischief, which the Commissioners were set to 
investigate, lay in,the obsoleteness of the rubrics, and not in the 
policy of lawbreaking wiiich has been adopted by a numerous section 
of the clergy. The rubrics are obsolete, and obsolete rubrics, ex 
hypothesi, drop out of observance without waking regrets or causing 
offence. Our present difficulties have arisen from the historical 
accident that one particular rubric, perhaps the most absolutely 
obsolete of all in the view of plain men, appears 'to offer tc^ the advo¬ 
cates of a C’hurchmanship which, whatever its merits, is inconsistent 
with the spirit, liistory, and standards of the Established Church, 
the foothold for grafting on to the ecclesiastical system of a reformed 
communion the abrogated practice of the medimval Church. The 
Ornaments Rubric is admittedly the one exception from the reasonable 
principle which men apply to obsolete laws. As a rule, an obsolete 
law is left undisturbed on the Statute-book, until some foolish person 
attempts to enforce it. Then, a practical inconvenience having been 
demonstrated, the law is abrogated. Why is the Ornaments Rubric 
treated as if it possessed a title to religious regard unshared by any 
other rubric ? Why cannot the fact that the ‘ vestments ’ were, as 
the Commissioners affirm, ‘ entirely discarded for 300 years,’ demon¬ 
strate the obsoleteness of the rule that presumably required their 
use ? The attempt to restore them has led to protrac/ted and em¬ 
bittered controversy, and only the j)aralysis of law, which the Com¬ 
missioners describe, has made poss ble their introduction into more 
than 1,500 churches without other/authority than that of the incum¬ 
bent, and commonly against the tuling of the King’s Courts. Why 
has not the obvious and easy course of passing a declaratory Act 
been adopted long ago ? The reason is -obvious. Th« Ornaments 
Rubric is the one pomt at which the solvent of Sacerdotalism can be 
brought into the Reformed Church ; it is the Achilles’ heel of the 
Establishment. Its obsoleteness preserves it from being felt as a 
nuisance by the mass of English Churchmen ; its ambiguity paralyses 
the arm of authority, and adds to reckless individualism the semblance 
of legahty. The Commissioners report that they received a memorial 
signed by no less than 2,519 clergymen to the effect that the signa¬ 
tories ‘ conceived it their duty to say that the law imposes upon the 
clergy the obligatidn of observing the provisions of the Ornaments 
Rubric, especially with regard to the use of vestments!’ Why should 
not those clergy be asked to acquiesce in a chmige of the law, which 
would, indeed, prohibit the use of vestments, but would enable them, 
with a good conscience, to bring peace to the Church ? The reason is 
notorious. The plea of legal obligation is not to be supposed to 
indicate any principle of civic obedience ; it is merely a ruse, effective 
in the rough-and-tumble of popular controversy, but not to be seriously 
pressed. 
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The Commissioners—and this is certainly the gravest feature of their 
Report—are prepared to make terms with the refusal to recognise 
the authority of the King’s Courts./ They appear to endorse the 
objection to the Ecclesiastical Courts which has been put forward to 
cover that contempt for legal decisions which has led us into our 
present confusibn, an(f they propose to remove it by undertaking the 
complete reconstruction of the judicial system of the National Church. 
All the quasi-historical disquisitions are'designed to predisj)ose the 
Sacerdokilist clergy in favour of conclusions which arc reached 
along lines of reasoning familiar to themselves, and do, in point of 
fact, yield the principal matter in dispute. .At every turn the High 
Churchmen’s claim is allowed, and the severity with which the Com¬ 
missioners condemn the silly extravagances of a handful of clergy¬ 
men cannot obscure the fact that their recommendations surrender 
tlie principle at stake, and ask the English people to purchase a 
doubtful relief from sporadic absurdities by giving national sanction 
to the Tractarian aspiration of ecclesiastical autonomy. ^ 

The craze for autonomy now carries all before it in ecclesiastical 
circles, and the Report does not escape the prevailing influence. , The 
Clommission actually names the ‘ Houses of Laymen ’ as if they formed 
part of the legal constitution of the Church, and were not the effectual 
instrument for carrying through the poUcy of denationalising and dc- 
Protestantising the Church of Enlgand. The notion of ‘ a Lay Synod, 
as btdooxos of the Church of England Parhament, w^hich has aposta¬ 
tised, in order to regulate the* things indifferent of Church pohty,’ 
was started by Richard Ilurridl Froude, who thought it a most 
effective means of disgusting th^cople with the Estabhshment. ‘ I 
think, if we manage well,’ he wrote in 1833, ‘ wc may make the idea 
of a Lay Synod popular; Its members should be elected by universal 
suffrage among the communicants, Tuore primitivo. I find this view 
most effective in conversation.’ Anyone who reflects on the circum¬ 
stances of parochial life will readily perceive that i-he chances of 
securing an effective representation of the average lay folk by means 
of such a system as that on which the Houses of Laity are constituted 
are infinitesimal. Busy meu living in the parishes cannot find the 
time, even if they could find the will, to come to London at every 
meeting of Convocation, and spend days in disctissing subjects which 
they scarcely miderstand, and which are discussed in a language 
wholly tcchhical and remote from t-heir experience. Respectable 
townsfolk are not willing to be made the sport of the glib stalwarts 
of the Enghsh Chmch Union, to be proved an ignoramus by Mr. 
Athelstan Riley, and shown to bo a fanatic by Lord Halifax. The 
result i^ as certain as it is inevitable. The men who are returned to 
sjt in the Houses of Laity are men of leisure, and often men of devotion, 
but also men whose religion is a kind of hobby, and whose ecclesiastical 
preferences are more Sacerdotahst than those of the clergy they 
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patronise. is not from the Houses of Laity that such contributions 
of practical good sense as occasionally hghten the debates of the 
‘ Kepresentative Chijrch Couni il ’ generally come. The laity speak 
with ecstatic fervour, and sometimes display an admirable familiarity 
with theological hterature, but the familiar burden af their eloquence 
is appeals to the clergy to make no surrender, and have done with 
compromise. 

The Commissioners disallow with decision the claim, often heard 
in fecent years, that there is a jus liturgicum inherent in the episcopal 
office, which may be drawn upon to supplement or even replace the 
law of the land ; and they indicate not obscurely their condemnation 
of the fatuous ‘ compromises ’ by which some bishops have attempted 
to reconcile disobedience of the most provocative kind with those 
friendly relationships with the rebels which, as ‘ Fathers in God,’ 
and perhaps also as sympathisers, they so greatly covet. So far so 
good ; but when they reach their recommendations, they have nothing 
better to propose than a great increase of episcopal authority, and a 
recognition, tacit but none the less on that accoimt emphatic, of that 
very character of the episcopal office which has been at the root of 
all the illegalities, and which received its formulation and advocacy 
from the Tractarians. It would not be wholly an unfair or unillu¬ 
minating account of this Report to say that it represents the definite 
triumph of the Tractarian movement. It is a Tractarian protest 
against the embarrassing absurdities of the ‘Ritualists,’ and it is 
this in spite of the fact that most of ihe Commissioners would recoil 
from the notion that they were Traetp-rians. The effect of the recom¬ 
mendations, assuming the impossiblt event of their passing into law, 
would be to transmute the National Church, which for three centuries 
has borne the character of the ‘ Head of the Protestant .Interest in 
Europe,’ into an Episcopalian Church analogous to that which exists 
in South Africa, a Church possessed unquestionably of many virtues, 
and capable of.evoking the enthusiastic devotion of many good men, 
but also narrow and arrogant, and by the very law of its being doomed 
to grow narrower. 

‘ Sint ut sunt aui non sint ’ was the traditional answer of the Jesuits 
to every proposal of reformation, and this Report seems to make 
deal that the attitude of the Sacerdotalist faction might be expressed 
by the same uncompronusing formula. If, indeed, the point at issue 
were merely practical, an affair of individual extravkgancies, of 
illegahty in the simple and common sense of tl^e word, then there 
would be no necessity for an elaborate project of reconstruction in 
order to deal with it. It is because two conceptions of Christianity 
are in conflict within the National Church, the one inherentJn the 
fact of its Reformation, the other implying a repudiation of all that 
Reformation essentially means, that the situation is so extraordinarily 
difficult. The Report aspires to cut the Gordian knot by giving the 
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victory to the party, at the moment prevailing in the r^nks of the 
clergy, which at bottom repudiates thal conception of Christianity 
which inspired the process of Reformat/on, and shaped the polity of 
the Protestant Churches. That victory cannot be reconciled with 
Establishment; it presupposes the surrender of the claim to be the 
National Church in any intelligible and effective sense. Any serious 
attempt to restrain Ritualistic vagaries by revising the Estabhshed 
system on Tractariap principles, or, which comes to the same thing, 
to pass intb law the recommendations of the latest Royal Commission 
on Ecclesiastical Discipline, will precipitate Disestablishment. The 
fact that such men as the CommissioneTS Ifave found themselves 
compelled by the exigencies of the actual situation to sign this 
Report, indicates that the way is open for the first statesman 
who chooses to make his name by drafting and carrying through 
Parliament a Bill for the destruction of the (hiurcli of England as a 
National Church. 


H. Hensley Henson. 



188 


( 


THE NlNETEENTmCENTUBY 


Aug. 


THE REPORT ON 
ECCLESIASTICAL DISCIPLINE 

III 

4 . 

The Report of the Royal Commission on Ecclesiastical Discipline has 
been received with the respect personally due to its authors, with a 
full appreciation of their painstaking industry, with ungrudging 
recognition of their desire to be fair and impartial—not unmixcd 
with some mild curiosity as to the basis of a unanimity that might 
seem to be of the ‘ ditto-to-Mr. Burke ’ order. The composition of 
this august body has from the first been something of a puzzle. It 
is the fashion among those who wish to commend its conclusions to say 
that it was representative of all schools of thought in the Church. 
That is ve . y far indeed from being'the case. There was nobody on 
the High Church side to conespond with so pronounced an Evangelical 
as the Principal of Ridley Hall, anid the opinion has been widely held 
iJiat the English Church Union had at least as good a right to direct 
representation as the rather faddist society that advocafes so-called 
‘ Church Reform.’ On the other hand, it is a fact to be placed to 
the credit of the Commission, jointly and severally, that they deter¬ 
mined from the first to begin their inquiry de novo, to clear their 
minds as far as possible from preconceptions, and to give the facts 
an unprejudiced consideration. That they have, within the necessary 
limits of human infirmity, realised this high aim is evident on every 
%page of their Report. Whatever judgment may be passed on its 
concrete conclusions, little fault can be found with its animating spirit. 

The generally favourable verdict pronounced by public opinion on 
the Commission’s fulfilment of its task has been accompanied by an 
equally general impression that the Report has not arrived in tempore 
opportune, that it is somehow out of touch with present conditions, 
that it in some degree jars with the particular mood in which Church¬ 
men of many varying shades of thought find themselves to-day, 
that it once more drags to the front topics which had of late—^rather 
by a common mute instinct than by any definite mutual understanding 
—been treated as best left alone. 
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In brief, the Keport—able and honest though it bp—is felt to be 
something of an anachronism. Appe^ing in 1906, it reflects the 
thoughts, the temper, the spirit of 1904. Within the short period of 
two years that has elapsed since the Commission opened its inquiry, 
a good deal has happened. No one in 1904 anticipated that in 1906 
High Churchmen would be taking Bishop Knox for their leader— 
that Lord Halifax would be the recipient iij pul^lic of the enthusiastic 
support of Dean Wace—^that the Evangelical clergy would be signing 
memorials drafted by the E.C^.U.—that the Record and the Church 
Times would be the twin champions of one cause. It is a commonplace 
of to-day that the present Government has (tone more to unify the 
Church of England, to heal its internal differences, to stiffen its back 
against external aggression, than could have been effected by any 
other means. 

As with the present, so with the future. The Church of England 
has, by the pohtical party now in power, been denounced as ‘ the 
enemy.’ When the attack on the schools has succeeded, the next 
object of assault is declared to be the four Welsh Sees, whose spolia¬ 
tion is to be merely the first instalment of a general measure of Dis¬ 
establishment and Depredation. It must needs be that for years 
to come the forces that have made for co-operation between Catholics 
and Evangelicals within the English Church will suffer no diminution. 
The pressure of the assault on the common heritage of the Faith will, 
as a matter of certainty, bring together those who, after all, arc sons 
of one household. Loyalty to their common creed will issue in loyalty 
to and appreciation of each othcr.\ There will be less and less room 
for internal controversies—less and less inclination felt by the Church¬ 
men of one .school to urge on repressive measures against those of 
another. The spirit of 1904 is not that of 1906 ; it will have still less 
in common with that of 1910. 

While little satisfaction is to be derived from the raking-np of 
old dissensions under new conditions, the public has an* uneasy con¬ 
sciousness that the agitation which prompted the appointment of 
the Co mmi ssion was largely factitious in its character and not par¬ 
ticularly creditable in its origin. The Government of that day created 
the Commission under Parliamentary pressure from an Orange- 
Erastian group, backed outside by the criisade of the Kensitites. 
The Commission having thus come into being under what may be 
termed shady circumstances, the humiliating recollection of the 
awkward facts attending its birth is hardly mitigated by present 
revelations of the manner of its nurture and upbringing. The Com¬ 
missioners, with some reluctance, acknowledge themselves compelled 
to rely in ‘the first instance on the partisan allegations of paid spies— 
of persons who attended the House of God, not for the purpose of 
worship, but avowedly to ‘get up ’ the case which their employers 
instructed them to ‘ get up.’ It is a pleasure to own that the tactics 
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adopted by these delatores were not marked by the gross profanities 
of former years. Neither i)xe sinister emissaries of the Southwark 
ecclesiastic who fills the cohgenial role of accuser of his brethren, 
nor the hireling informers of an association which has little of 
‘ Church ’ about it except the name, were on^this occasion encouraged 
to approach the Sacrament under the false pretence of Communion, 
but really to steal it for subsequent utilisation as an ‘ exhibit ’ pinned 
to a paper. , 

On the other hand, complaints were heard more than once from 
the inculpated clergy during the progress of the inquiry as to the 
false witness borne against them by their accusers; the Commissioners 
report' that ‘ in two cases witnesses admitted conduct on their part ’ 
which ‘ rendered it unfitting that their evidence should be received ’; 
while, in another case, the evidence of a witness was obviously ‘ inac¬ 
curate in so many particulars ’ that it was ‘ thought right to disregard 
it altogether.’ 

The Commissioners state the point impartially, as was to be 
expected of them. They are also careful to disclaim having in any 
case ‘ invited or instigated anyone to attend Divine Service for the 
purpose of observation.’ On the other hand, the fact remains that 
the Commission availed itself of the assistance of persons who did this 
very thing. Indeed, the Report urges apologetically that ‘ it would 
have been practically impossible, apart from the evidence which 
rested on such observation, to ascertain the facts which ’ the Com¬ 
missioners ‘ were appointed to investigate ’—a palpable plea, if ever 
there was one, that the end justifies the means. 

It lay doubtless within the discretion of the Commissioners them¬ 
selves to accept the testimony of these witnesses—somewhat mildly 
described in the Report as ‘ not in sympathy with the services they 
attended ’—who, moreover, ‘ thought it necessary to employ phrases 
likely to cause unnecessary pain to those to whom their evidence 
referred,’ arfd by so doing seem in some cases to have drawn from 
the other side ‘ language ’ which the Commissioners ‘ deprecate.’ The 
point insisted upon here is the purely general one—^that the practice 
and methods of delation, which in France have been regarded by 
\ Republicans as detestable even when employed in support of the 
Republic, are liked no better in England. It is not unfair to say that 
the case for the repression of alleged irregularities—whatever be its 
intrinsic merits—is in no wise strengthened by the questionable 
methods adopted by its self-constituted advocates. 

Nor will the public have been slow to take notice that the informa¬ 
tion concerning breaches of the law on the side of defect was derived, 
not from High Church spies or informers, but from official sources, 
fcuch as the Bishops’ Visitation Articles and the like. 

The mention of illegalities committed by way of defect leads 

* Report, p. 2. 
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naturally to the consideration of a t^ird reason why 'the reception 
of the Report by the better-informed^ portion of the pubUc has been 
marked by so little enthusiasm. It is to be fdund in the curiously 
lenient treatment which the Commissioners accord to shortcomings 
as grave as thpy are jiotoriously prevalent—^nowhere, indeed, more 
prevalent than among those who cry out most loudly against errors 
of excess. The Report is perfectly franjf under this head; it hides 
nothing ^ it sets down in due order the omission or mutilation of the 
C^iicunque. vuU, the neglect to repeat the words of administration at 
Communion-time to each individual, the omission of daily service as 
a practice—not as the occasional result of a ‘ reasonable hindrance,’ 
the omission of service on Ascension Day and on Holy-days, the 
omission of the Prayer for the Church Militant when there is no Com¬ 
munion, the omission of the whole or a part of what the Report oddly 
terms the ‘ Ante-Communion Service,’ ct caetera. These matters 
are the subject of more than passing mention. As regards the gravest 
of them, a detailed statement is made. A table has been compiled to 
show, out of the number of churches in each diocese, how many have 
no daily service, or no Ascension Day service, or no Holy-day service, 
and a truly surprising table it proves to be. 

It is the unenviable distinction of a large proportion of the Anglican 
clergy that they are the only ministers of any religious cult in the 
world, Christian or non-Christian, who systematically set at naught 
their obligations to render public homage to the Deity they profess 
to worship. How do the Commissioners comment on this grave 
subject ? They busy thomselvep through many pages of their Report 
with censures directed against various practices and usages. They 
express sore displeasure with certain Churchmen who are unable to 
believe thaf the body of the Ever-Virgin Theotokos * became a prey 
to corruption, and who accordingly keep the feast which their fore¬ 
fathers knew as ‘ Lady Day in Harvest.’ They are very severe 
with some whose devotion to the Redeeming Love of Christ takes 
the concrete form, of the worship of His Sacred Heart—a devotion 
which no more rests (as they suppose) on the visions of Margaret 
Mary Alacoque than does the observance of Michaelmas postulate 
a belief in the Apparition of the Archangel on Mount Gargano.^ The 

* In an appeal heard by Archbiahop Tait in person at fiainbctli against the revo¬ 
cation of a curiute’s license on the ground (among others) of his having, in a sermon, 
spoken of the Ulessed Virgin Mary as the ‘ Mother of God,’ it was surcessfully argued 
by the present Sir tValter«Phillimore that the title of Tlmotokos applied to the Bb'ssed 
Virgin Mary ia reeognised by a statute of the realm- -1 Bliz. c. 2, § 17 (or § 20 as edited 
by Stubba in ‘Hist. App.’ Eccl. Courts Conim. Beport, IMS,-!, vol. i. p. 228). The 
statute makes the first four General CouneiKs, or any of them, one oE the .standards 
for doternitning heresy; aad the Second General Council (of Eplieaus) condemned 
Nostoriiis for denying to the Blessed Virgin Mary the title Theotokos. 

’ Surely nobody could take oIIgdoc on theological grounds to the well-known hymn, 

‘ All ye who seek for sure relief,’ in which the Sacred Heart is mentioned. 
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Commissioneis denounce such illegalities as Corpus Christi * processions 
and the rite of Benediction, ^hey mention in order to condemn, as 
though it could sombhow be included under the term ‘ Invocation of 
Saints,’ a form of petition addressed to Christ to hear the prayers of 
the Saints—a confusion of thought of which.not even a theological 
tiro should be guilty. The list of things censured is a long one. 
Nothing is too small for tlyj finely-meshed net of the Commissioners’ 
reprobation. To take a single instance. They coloranly guote the 
testimony of a witness who himself ‘ saw a young girl wearing a white 
veil ’ pick up a candle ‘ near the Mary altar ’ and then place it lighted 
on a stand ! One is tempted to wonder whether the situation could 
have been saved by the substitution of an old girl with a black veil! 

If these and other such things be, as the Commissioners allege, 
illegal, far be it from any loyal Churchman to approve them. Yet, 
with no wish to defend anything unlawful, surely a plea may, with¬ 
out ofience, be put in on behalf of a sane estimate of relative values. 
Can any jusst comparison be dra^vn between the case of the man who, 
in the exuberance of his devotion, commemorates the Falling-A sleep— 
if you will, the Assumption—of Christ’s Mother, and that of the man 
who, in his utter lack of devotion, forbears to commemorate the 
Ascension of Christ Himself ? * Yet one or more instances of this 
grave omission are to be found in every English diocese but three. 
In the diocese of Carlisle, where only one parish exhibits a Eucharistic 
vestment, there are actually fourteen churches without an Ascension 
Day service, 190 in which no service is held on Holy-days, and no less 
than 241, out of a total of 293, which have no daily service at all. 
Manchester has nearly as strange a record, with its total of 543 churches 
in 383 of which daily service is neglected, while 268 have none even on 
Saints’ Days, and thirteen leave Ascension Day unhohoured. Yet, 
while the Commissioners wax indignant at what are, after all, signs 
of overzeal, they view these evidences of laxity—^irreligion would 

r 

* Needless to say, the observance of Corpus Christi hae no essential connection 
whatever with the alleged ‘miracle of Bolsena’ or any similar legend. Nor does it 
presuppose any special theological theory respecting the Eucharist. 

* No apology can be needed for the reproduction here in substance—it makes no 
^ pretence to be a verbatim report—of a portion of a sermon preached by the Eev. A. H. 

Stanton, of St. Alban's, Holbotn ;—The point [observed the preacher in effect] is not 
whether Mary was subjected to an ‘ assumption ' of her body and soul together, but 
'•hat her ‘ assumption' was effected—in other words, she was taken home—by her 
Divine Son. If we were to speak of the ‘ Assumption' of Our Lord it would be to 
degrade Him, whereas to speak of the ‘ Ascension ' of Mary would be to deify her. So 
long as the two ideas are kept quite distinct, the immeasurable gulf between Creator 
and creature is preserved. If it be true that the Mother of Christ has already 
received her spiritual crown in heaven, it is equally true that God has promised to all 
His people that they shall bo crowned with Him hereafter. And when, in that 
supreme ecstasy of their triumph, as it is declared in the Bible, God’s redeemed shall 
cast their crowns down before the Throne of the Lamb, one of those crowns will be 
Mary’s. For it is unthinkable that, when all the faithful receive each one his crown 
of life from the Lord Christ, the only person who is not to have a crown is the 
Mother that bore Him. 
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hardly be too st rong a word—without tijrning a hair. That a parson 
who is bound by his promise to the Chi^rch and his duty to the State 
to celebrate Divine Service every day twice in* his church should 
defraud God and his parishioners by leaving the parish church unused 
from Monday morning Jbill Saturday night, is a fact that strikes the 
Commissioners merely as a ‘ deviation from the legal standard resulting 
from negligence or inadvertence,’ and as iiot possessing any further 
significance! Can'it bo a subject for wonder if the plain man 
regards the Report as sadly Ificldng in indication of a due sense of 
proportion ? 

A fourth and widely-felt objection to the Report as a whole is 
based on an omission in no way attributable to any fault of the Com¬ 
missioners, who on certain points were not quite free to speak their 
minds. The King’s Commissioners could hardly be expected to 
criticise the findings of the Judicial Committee of His Majesty’s Privy 
Council. 

They have done a tolerably bold tiling, as it is, in alluding sym¬ 
pathetically to the conscientious objections entertained by many 
people, and not improbably shared by some, at least, of the GJim- 
missioners themselves, to the lack of spiritual authority in a tribunal 
that adjudicates on spiritual questions. Whether the Commission’s 
recommendations for the reform of Ecclesiastical Judicature will 
prove acceptable is too grave and too large a question for discussion 
here and now. In the view of many, this is by far the most valuable 
part of the Report., and the recommendation (number 5) on the 
hearing of doctrinal appeals is weSl worthy of all consideration. 

The one thing the Conunissioners were precluded from doing is also 
the one thing which persons occupying a position of greater freedom 
and less re*sponsibility are entitled to do, and which imperativelv 
needs to be done. It has become a duty for Churchmen to remind 
each other and to declare to the world that the prime reason for 
disobedience to the Ridsdale and other judgments of the Privy Council 
is that they were felt to be flagraTitly unjust and grossly partisan, 
that thcA^ forbade clergymen to do—and punished them for doing— 
what the Church distinctly and in set terms ordered to be done. No 
Jesuitical special pleading on the part of any Association can get 
over the plain, simple, obvious fact that the»Cliurcirs express rule 
has in eflecb had a ‘ not ’ read into it, so as to be made to ‘ mean ’ 
the exact contradictory to what it actually says. Tliis may be law, 
but it is, in the sight of all men, neither truth nor justice. It is an 
ill time for law when those who arc subject to it are made to feel that 
it contradicts justice and truth. That the distinguished Judges 
who so* ‘ interpreted ’ the law were men of the highest probity and 
unquestioned honour is nothing to the purpose, however interesting 
from a psychological point of view, as demonstrating the all-powerful 
' supremacy of bias, especially of theological bias, over every rival 
influence, even in the (jase of acute and trained intellects. 
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That ecclesiastical anarchy exists in the Church of England is not 
far from the truth. Anarchy was born when Justice died. Lawless¬ 
ness in the Church became inevitable when the Judicial Com¬ 
mittee gave Protestant judgments instead of righteous judgments. 
Lawlessness received a further impetus from, the Shortened Services 
Act of 1872, and the support which it lent to the view that any liberties 
n)ight be taken with the Pj’ayer-book. To-day, the Commission being 
our witness, no section of and no grade in the Church of England can 
claim exemption from the charge of lawlessness. The Commissioners, 
called in to proscribe a remedy, have made various suggestions. They 
have laid special stress on the fact that those of their recommendations 
which would require legislation ‘ are framed as a complete scheme, 
and must be considered mutually dependent.’ This being so, it is 
clear that, if a conclusive objection can be established against one 
of those recommendations, the rest fall with it. 

It may be ;irged, therefore, as a fifth and final ground for declaring 
the Report impracticable, that the strongest objection lies against 
Ihe proposal for a new Ornaments Rubric, coupled with modifications 
in 6ther parts of the Prayer-book designed to secure greater ‘ elasticity ’ 
and ‘ comprehensiveness.’ It is putting no unreasonable gloss on 
this suggestion to interpret it as an attempt to tinker the Prayer-book, 
or—more specifically—to arrange a bargain under which High Church¬ 
men arc to be indulged with a ‘ distinctive vesture ’ for the Communion 
service, on the condition that they will consent to an authorised 
modification in the use of the Quicunqiie vuU. 

As to which precious proposal ifo is necessary to make only these 
two observations; First, that the whole Evangelical party have 
already emphatically declared that they wilJ[ have none of the former 
half of it—a conclusion arrived at, though on different premisses, by 
a vast proportion of High Churchmen also ; and, secondly, that a 
solid phalanx of the Catholic school, to which is joined a verj^ large 
number of men of so-called ‘ moderate views,’ backed by a goodly 
company of Evangelicals, is finally determined to stand no tamper¬ 
ing with the Prayer-book, and especially with the Quicunque vult. 

Of those who are unable to endorse the recommendations embodied 
'in the Report, the inquiry is sure to be made: What, then, is to be 
done ? The question may be answered by asking another: Is 
it necessary to ‘ do ’ anything at all—in the sense .in which the 
term ‘ doing ’ is understood in this connection ? The better course 
for would-be fishers of men is to abstain from ujisetting one another’s 
boats and from tearing each other’s nets to pieces. Let each, by 
scrupulous deference to the Prayer-book as it stands, help in forming 
an atmosphere of obedience in which loyalists of every school may 
breathe and live and move in confidence and in freedom. 


George Arthur. 
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The unanimous Report of the Royal Commission on Ecclesiastical 
Discipline is a document of such grave interest and significance that 
it must directly produce legislation ol some kind, and may ultimately 
lead to the disestabhshment of the Church. For, though the Commis¬ 
sion was appointed by the late Government, and was not so imparjiially 
selected as it might have been, the undue preponderance of High 
Churchmen upon it makes its exposure of Rituahsm the more emphatic, 
and no Ministers of the Crown can disclaim responsibihty for an 
Established Church which is almost a part of the Constitution. If, as I 
suppose, Mr. Balfour selected the Commissioners, he may be con¬ 
gratulated upon his choice of a Chairman. Few men would carry 
more weight in the opinion of lay Churchmen than Lord St. Aldwyn, 
and the innuendo that he delayed the issue of the Report on pohtical 
grounds connected with the Education Bill is ridiculous. It is more 
jjlausible, lyid not unnatural, to suggest that the Commissioners sacri¬ 
ficed something for the sake of unanimity, and that many of them 
would wiUingly have signed a stronger condemnation of Romanism 
in the Church of England. The appointment of thQ Archbishop of 
Canterbury was a matter of course. But it is unlucky that the 
Bishops of Oxford and Gloucester, both pronounced High Churchmen, 
should have been the only other prelates on the Commission, while 
the exclusion of the Bishop of Hereford is too marked to have been 
accidental. At the same time, when the Archbishop of Canterbury, 
the Lord Chief Justice, and the Dean of the Arches all sign a Report, 
their recommendations cannot be neglected, nor their opinion ignored. 
The following words arc a challenge to Parhament, and in the course 
of the next Session that challenge must be taken up : 

We think . . . that occasione have arisen more often than has been realisetl 
by the JiiBhops when tho interests of the Church and her due administration 
demanded that uisciplino should be enforced by action in the Ecclesiastical 
Courts. The dehberate persistence, in spite of a Bishop’s monition, in practices 
significant of teaching repudiated by the Church of England ought to be met by 
an attempt at least to assert in a constitutional way tho Church’s claim to obedience. 

196 
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If such attempts tailed, the case for reorganisation of the Ecclesiastical Courts 
would be strengthened. But the fact that reforms are needed is not an adequate 
reason for allowing defiqnt lawlessrtess to go unchecked pending their adoption. 

Some of us would say that in an Establishment obedience to the 
law ranked even higher than obedience to the Church, whatever 
‘ the Church ’ may in this connection mean. It must always be 
borne in mind that every beneficed clergyman has twice taken an 
oath of canonical obedience to the Bishop of his diocese: once when 
he was ordained a deacon, and again when he was ordained a priest. If 
the incumbent be allowed to define the limits of canonical obedience for 
himself, the oath ceases tb have any meanijig, and is one more example 
of the fact that all rehgious tests are futile. Surely it may with perfect 
fairness be argued that if a clergyman will not follow the pastoral 
injunctions of his Father in God, and chooses rather to take his stand 
on his legal rights as an English citizen, he mu.st acknowledge the 
jurisdiction of the King’s Courts on pain of forfeiting the privileges ho 
has abused. The case of the ‘ passive resister ’ is not in point. The 
passive resister was not estabhshed and endowed. 

The Commissioners have drawn up a list of illegal practices w'hich 
they regard as especially grave and significant. 1 will not transcribe 
them all, because some of them deal with very sacred things and are 
held in solemn reverence by Roman Cathohes. But ‘ the inter]iolation 
of prayers and ceremonies belonging to the (^anon of the Mass ’ is 
quite beyond the limits of tolerance in the Protestant (Ihurch of 
England, being, as the Commissioners observe, both illegal, and 
inconsistent with the Book of Cominon X^rayer. The Commissioners 
leave out of their category the use of unlawful vestmemts, apjiarently 
because they are unwilling to acknowledge the Judicial Clommittce of 
the Privy Council. It is of course well known that the decision of 
the Judicial Committee in the leading case of Clifton v. Ridsdalc 
has been bitterly assailed and some parts of it, though not the part 
concerning vestments, are difficult to reconcile with the later judgment 
of the same tribunal in Read v. the Bishop of Lincoln. But for a 
Royal Commis.sion to impugn the authority of the King in Council is 
a novel and a startling development of clericalism in strange places. 

' Nor should it be forgotten that the Judicial Committee is a statutory 
body, having the direct sanction of Parliament, which is all that can 
be claimed for the Supreme Court of Judicature itself. The final 
Court of Appeal for the British Empire beyond the seas may be 
assumed without paradox to be capable of interpreting a rubric, if 
not of expounding a dogma. There is one sentence in this Report 
which possesses great historic interest, as a striking contrast with the 
attitude hitherto held by High Churchmen in England towards 
Presbyterianism in Scotland: 

In an age which has witnessed an extraordinary revival of spiritual life 
and activity the Church has had to work under regulations fitted for a difi'eront 
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condition of things without that power of self-adjustment which is inherent 
in the conception of a living Church, and is,, as a matter of fact, poafaOBsed by 
the Established Church of Scotland. 

Lord Halsbury, when lie delivered judgment in the case of the 
Scottish Churches, seemed to think that a Church which could alter 
its doctrines wah no CKurch at all. The Commissioners take precisely 
the opposite view, and even hold up a Church without a Bishop as a 
model of spiritual vitality. If there were ffny real analogy between the 
Church «f England and the Church of Scotland, this fact would *be 
both relevant and important. But there is none. In Scotland all 
Presbyterians, whether they belong to the Established Church or to 
the United Free Church, profess the same doctrines, and adopt the 
same methods of ecclesiastical government. In their General Assem¬ 
blies lay Elders sit alongside of Ministers, and vote with them on a 
footing of perfect equality^ which is the essence of Presbyterianism. 
The two Houses of Convocation in England, representing the separate 
and independent provinces of Canterbury and York, arc exclusively 
clerical. Indeed, they are even narrower than that. For unbeneficed 
clergymen, commonly, though not quite accurately, called curates, 
have no more voice in the election of Proctors than the laity them¬ 
selves. The ‘ Houses of Laymen ’ are merely debating societies, 
with a marked tendency to self-advertisement. If Letters of Business 
were issued to the Convocations, as the Commissioners recommend, 
th('y would be issued to chirgymen only, and in the opinion of the 
Attorney-General the Convocation of Canterbury would not be able 
to vote with the (invocation of,York. Sir John Walton seemed to 
think that they migl)t vote separately, and deliberate in common. 
Inasmuch, liow(^ver, as no such joint session has occurred since the 
thirt eenth ct^utury, its legality may well be doubted. The suggestion 
that they should ‘ take counsel with the Houses of Laymen ’ must have 
been made, in temporary forgetfulness of the fact that Convocation 
camiot go beyond the scope of the commission it receives from the 
(Jrown without defying the Royal supremacy, and thus incurring the 
penalties of 'prwmunire. 

Wi! desire [say the Commissioners] to place on record our conviction that 
the evidence gives no jristificiition for any doubt that in tlio large majority of 
parishes the work of the Church is being quietly and diligently performed by 
clergy who are entirely loyal to the principles of the TCnghsh llcformatioii as 
expressed in tlv Tiook of Common Prayer. 

This is undoubtedly true, and it should never be forgotten that 
some of the best clergymen in the Church of England, men whose lives 
are examples of every Gbristian virtue, never come before the public 
at all. But a large majority is quite compatible with a large minority, 
and the evidence given before the Commission, minimised rather than 
maximised, as Bentham would say, in the Report, will show that the 
^ number of persistently refractory incumbents is much greater than 
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had been supposed. Take London alone. It is notorious that the 
late Archbishop Temple, when he was Bishop of ‘London, allowed 
Ritualistic practices ^io grow and flourish under his eyes unchecked. 
This was certainly not the result of indoleiibe, for there never was a 
more strenuous prelate. It was the fruit of deliberate policy. Dr. 
Temple was by nature a Liberal, and he had himself been subject, not 
indeed to prosecution, but to violent, irrational abuse, because of the 
article he wrote in Essays dnd Reoicios. He made up his mind that 
so long as Ins clergy did their work he would let them alone,* and not 
suffer them to be brought before the Courts on account of ecclesias¬ 
tical irregularities. The failure of the Public Worship Act helped him, 
and the public had much confidence in the robust integrity of his 
character. When he was translated to Canterbury, his successor, 
Bishop Creighton, found himself much embarrassed by the legacy of 
unsettled cases which Dr. Temple had left him, and by the gathering 
indignation of the Protestants in his diocese. Dr. Creighton’s clever¬ 
ness was extraordinary, and his personal kindness to those who came 
iu contact with him gave him a very remarkable influence. Yet he 
failed to secure universal obedience, and the Commissioners find that 
he was not in fact even so successful as he supposed. His premature 
death was an irreparable loss to the Church, and the present Bishop 
of London does not inspire educated laymen with absolute confidence. 
He has adopted a singular method of dealing with clergymen who 
do not obey him or the law. He does not, like the Pope, lay them under 
an interdict. He places them ‘ under discipline,’ refusing to visit 
their churches, even for the confirmation of children, or to renew 
the licenses of their curates. A more futile acknowledgment of episco¬ 
pal impotence could hardly bo imagined One London clergyman 
whose church the Bishop said publicly that he would not visit 
observed dryly, ‘ He’d better wait till he’s asked.’ The churches now 
‘ under discipline ’ are St. Peter’s, London Docks ; St, Mary Magdalen’s, 
Paddington; St. Mary’s, Edmonton ; St. Augustine’s, Stepney; St. 
Michael’s, North Kensington ; and St. Clement’s, City Road. These 
things are not done in a corner. 

The practical Recommendations of the Commissioners, some of 
fFhich are rather surprising, could not be adopted without an Act of 
Parliament, which would bring the whole condition of the Church 
before the House of Commons. Almost everyone, except a small knot 
of extreme High Churchmen, will agree with the Commissioners that 
the illegal practices described by them in detail ‘ should be promptly 
made to cease by the exercise of the authority belonging to the Bishops, 
and, if necessary, by proceedings in the Ecclesiastical Courts.’ Inas¬ 
much, however, as some of the Bishops have more sympathy with 
the culprits than they have with the law, the practical difficulties are 
considerable. The second paragraph of the Report is the one dealing 
with Convocation and with Letters of Business. Before they issue 
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' these Letters, of which the legal effect is eactremel/ doubtfd, and may 
be nugatory, the Glovemment would do well >o pause and reflect. 

• It is not an easy thing to pass an ecclesiastica] measure through the 
House of Commons. The present House will not receive such a Bifl 
more s 5 Tnpathetically because it is recommended by Convocation. 
Most Liberal Chulchmen*probably agree that the revival of Convoca¬ 
tion which Bishop Wilberforce obtained from Lord Palmerston was a 
serious blunder. It had not met for a century, and a quarter, not 
since the Bangorian ‘controversy, and what it has done in the lasir 
forty years for the Church or the nation neither the Church nor the 
nation knows. It is totally disconnected with* the laity, few clergy¬ 
men pay much attention to it, and it would not be a bad thing to 
require that the Proctors should conduct their debates in Latin when 
they solemnly turn a gravamen into an articulus cleri. Whatever 
the Government may propose, they should bring, on the responsibility 
of the Cabinet, before Parliament as the trustees of a Church which, 
so long as it remains established, is a national institution. I am quite 
sure that they will not propose, for the House of Commons would never 
adopt, the reference of any charges brought before an ecclesiastical 
court to an assembly of bishops, perhaps the least judicial among all 
the orders of men. 

The Pubhc Worsliip Act of 1874, commonly attributed to Arch¬ 
bishop Tait, but really in substance the work of Lord Shaftesbury, 
makes the consent of the Bishop necessary to a prosecution for ritual. 
The Commissioners advise the repeal of the Act. The House of Lords 
has decided that the episcopal veto may equally be exercised under 
the Church Discipline Act of 1840. The Commissioners recommend 
that the veto should be abolished. It has been exercised with flagrant 
unwisdom, so that clergymen who ‘ obey God rather than man,’ or in 
other words do as they hke, are safe in the last resort from the only 
authority wliich can enforce its decrees. It is reasonable that the 
Court itself, subject to appeal, should have the power of s'^ying frivo¬ 
lous or vexatious suits. I remember hearing Bishop Mackaruess tell 
the Judges of the Queen’s Bench that he had been asked to prosecute 
a clergyman for not giving notice of the festival of St. Simon and 
St. Jude. At the same time the expense of these prosecutions is a 
more than adequate deterrent in ninety-mne cases out of a hundred. 
Nobody ever succeeds in ‘cutting down lawyers’ fees. Tliis expense 
ought not to fall upon the Bishops, who have a far better use for their 
money, and the promoters of ecclesiastical suits may fairly be asked 
to give security for costs. Even the episcopal veto has not been a 
more formidable barrier to the vindication of the law than the punish¬ 
ment of ritualistic clergymen by sending them to gaol. Five-and- 
twenty years ago a handful of clerical nonentities became heroes 
and martyrs because they had been imprisoned by Lord Penzance. 
The Commissioners most sensibly recommend the substitution of 
\ 
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deprivation’for imprisonment. A clergyman of the Church of England 
accepts a benefice on condition that he will obey the ecclesiastical 
law as expounded by the King’s Courts. If he subsequently refuses 
to do so, he has no right to complain because his benefice is taken 
from him. This Recommendation, wi^h the abolition of the^^eto, 
are the substance of Mr. Austin Taylor’s Bill, which he broughFVto 
the last Pailiamcnt, and has reintroduced in this. There seems to be 
no obvious reason why the present House of Commons should refuse 
to pass it. The idea of a new Ornaments Rubric for the total or partial 
recognition of ‘ vestments ’ is, on the other hand, chimerical and 
visionary. The Hous® of Commons has something better to do than 
to regulate ecclesiastical millinery. The only change in the rubric 
likely to be earned is the removal of the Athanasian Creed, for which, 
I believe, St. Athanasius is in no way responsible. 

But of course no reasonable man can shut his eyes to the fact 
that any Bill to carry out this Report, or any single paragraph of it, 
will be accompanied by a demand for disestablishment. The Libera¬ 
tion Society has not gained ground of late years. In many respects 
the Church of England is very different from what it was thirty years 
ago. The clergy are much poorer. The Bisho])s lead simpler and 
more frugal lives. No young man in his senses would now take Orders 
as a comfortable provision in fife. If the intellectual standard of 
the clerical profession has not been raised, its moral standard never 
stood so high as it stands to-day. At the same time there, is a fatal 
discrepancy between the vast majority of lay Churchmen and a con¬ 
siderable minority of clergymen who call themselves ‘ Anglican 
Priests.’ The laity are quite determined that the Church shall remain 
I’rotestant, Rituahsts abhor the word, describe themselves as 
Catholics, and seek to dismiss the great ecclesiastical dominion which 
is really entitled to that name with the contemptuous epithet 
‘ Roman.’ They are like the parson in Lothair, whose friends thought 
that he would ‘ go over to Rome.’ They underrated, says Disraeli, 
the exuberant priesthness of the man. He thought that Rome should 
come to him. Even Mr. Gladstone persuaded himself in his old age 
that the Pope would ‘ recognise Anglican orders,’ and that it really 
mattered whether he did or not. If the Church is disestablished, 
the operation wdll be performed, or at least the rmrtive power will 
come, from within, and not from without! It was the Romanising 
clergy who caused the appointment of this Commission, and Dis¬ 
establishment has been revived as a practical issue by tbe publication 
of this Report. 

It has also been stimulated by the attitude of some High 
Churchmen towards the Education Bill, which now lies .for second 
reading in the House of Lords. If this Bill had been treated as a 
purely political measure, dividing parties in the House of Commons 
and the country, the Church of England, which contains at least as 
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many Liberals as Conservatives, might not have been especially 
concerned. Liberal Churchmen are perfectly satisfied with the 
religious teaching in Council schools. They regard it as slightly 
profane, and highly absurd, to call Christianity Cowper-Templeism,’ 
But a small compact body of sacerdotalists, mainly though not exclu¬ 
sivity clerical,^ ha VC q^rrogatcd to themselves the right of speaking 
in the name of the Church, and have put forward claims which are 
odious to the great mass of their Protestant fellow-coimtrymen. 
Lord itugh Cecil, vp^ho knows as much about children as I know abput 
patristic*theology, writes to the Westminster Gazette that every child 
is born in a state of moral leprosy which he calls sin, and can only be 
rescued by a dogmatic process technically knoAvn as ‘ gi’ace.’ The 
grace of God can do anytliing. It does not allow cliildron to be born 
moral lepers, and it docs not work through the means provided by 
Lord Hugh Cecil. I cannot behove that even Lord Hugh, though ho 
talks about ‘ gambling in souls,’ supposes that the Alim’ghty punishes 
boys and girls for having been educated in Council schools, or County 
Councils for having educated them there. If any such doctrine could 
with the faintest plausibihty be attributed to the Church of England, 
as of course it cannot, most (Jhiirchmen would become Dissentefs to¬ 
morrow. We all understand the position of Roman Catholics. 
They believe in an infalhble Clim-ch, with an infalhble Head at llcnne, 
which has the sole right of interpreting the ways of God to man 
as set forth in the Bible or elsewhere. Protestants believe in neither 
one nor the other. Private judgment, guided, of course, by knowledge 
and wisdom, is as essential to Protestantism as an open Bible, wliich 
has its own lessons for the human mind. These, it may be said, are 
private and personal questions, with which a stranger should not 
intermeddle. But then Lord Hugh Cecil and his friends have chosen 
to proclaint the contrary position, and to assert, at least by implica¬ 
tion, that no one has a right to remain in the Church of England who 
does not agree with them. If they are indeed the Church, the Church 
as a national institution is at an end. The Church 6f England has 
endured and flourished because it afforded ample scope and latitude 
for all varieties of Protestant opinion, from the Highest of the High 
to the Broadest of the Broad. If it is to sink into a small ‘ Anglican ’ 
clique, its severance from the State, as from the main body of English 
opinion, will be speedy., definite, and complete.* 

, IIekbkrt Paul. 
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THE POLITICAL POWERS OF LABOUR 

■ 

7WF//C EXTENI AND THEiK LIMITATIONS 


I 

What is Meant by Labouk in Current Controversy 

The presence in Parliament, for the first time in any considerable 
numbers, of a party claiming far excellence to represent what is called 
Labour, is a fact whose significance has been thus far very inaccurately 
understood both by the Labour members themselves and by others 
who either sympathise with or are hostile to them. This misunder¬ 
standing has in each case the same origin, which consists of the loose¬ 
ness of the ideas associated wdth the word ‘ labour.’ Labour, of 
course, means some form of human activity, or it means nothing, 
but it is evident also that, as used in the present connection, the 
form of activity meant by it must be of some special and limited 
kind. Otherwise a party which claimed to represent Labour would 
not be specifically distinguishable from a party, for example, which 
represented the interests of active capital. What, then, in the minds 
of the Labour members themselves does labour stand ^or as that 
which is specially and distinctively represented by them ? 

It would be diflicult to give a definition of this which did not re¬ 
quire qualifications in respect of exceptional cases; but, broadly 
speaking, we may say that it means for them first and foremost what 
is commonly called manual labour. But here at once the need for 
exceptions arises. The writing of a book, the drafting of an Act of 
Parhament, the painting of a great picture, all involve labour of the 
haiids. The painting of a picture is essentially inseparable from 
this. But the Labour members in Parhament certainly do not claim 
to represent the interests of a Millais or an Alma-TaHema. The 
root idea which the Labour members form of labour may be best 
described as those forms of muscular and manual activity of which 
all normal men are capable to an approximately equal degree, and 
which the majority of men in all ages have, from the nature of things, 
been obhged to exercise. Such labour, no doubt, approximately 
equal though it may be in a general way, admits of, and requires 
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different degrees of skill; and we find in labour, consequently, certain 
different grades, w^/icli are elicited in accordance with tbe talents of 
the individual labourers. So much our Labour members would 
without doubt concede; but all forms of labour* according to their 
conception of it, are alike in this—that each is an exertion of manual 
and muscular energy oti the part of men as individuals, which is 
apphed to the performance of separate industrial tasks. That such 
is the conception of Labour prevalent among the party as a body is 
illustrated,by the occupations of the great majority of its mcmboi«. 
According to an interesting statement published in the Review of 
Reviews for June, eleven of them arc coal-miners: six arc mechanics 
employed in various metal industries; four are mill hands; four are 
farm-labourers ; three are railway employees ; there is a barge-builder, 
a bootmaker, a stonemason, several printers’ employees, and a maker 
of watch-cases. In men thus occupied we have the bulk of the party, 
and it is in virtue of occupations such as these that they make their 
claim to represent labour directly. 

Labour, then, translated from abstract into concrete terms, means 
that section of the population whose one distinguisliing characteristic 
consists in this—that its members individually devote to individual 
industrial tasks those manual and muscular energies which such 
tasks demand, and in respect of which all normal men are, approxi¬ 
mately at least, equal. Members of this class may have other facul¬ 
ties also, as, indeed, of course, they have ; but, in so far as such 
faculties are those which are possessed and exercised by the human 
race generally, these faculties are in no way distinctive of the labouring 
class as such. They belong to its*members as representatives, not of 
labour, but of humanity. On the other hand, if members of the 
labouring class, as many, doubtless do, possess, in addition to the 
average facufties of labour, faculties of other kinds, which are above 
the average and exceptional, such men represent in virtue of these, 
not the labour which makes the whole class one, but some kind of 
superiority which separates a part of that class from the rest of it. 
Tlius the mining population in Wales enjoys the reputation of pos¬ 
sessing exceptional gifts for music; but the miners who have been 
sent to Parliament by the Welsh mining constituencies lay no claim 
to represent the distinctive interests of musicians. If labour stands 
for anything distinctive of any comprehensive cldfSs, and if the Labour 
members represent this class in any distinctive sense, the word labour, 
as used in current political discussion, means the application of ordinary 
hands and muscles to tasks of the kind just indicated—such as the 
extraction of so much coal, the hammering of so many rivets, the 
setting up of so much type, or the ploughing of so many furrows. 
It is only by using the word labour in this specific sense that such 
phrases as ‘ the Labour members,’ ‘ the Labour party,’ or ‘ the cause 
of labour ’ can have any specific meaning. And such is the sense, 
\ 
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though for the most part not consciously defined, which is actually 
attributed id the word in thp political discussion of to-day, both by 
the public generally and by the Labour members themselves. 

II 

Illusions op Labour as to the Nature op its own 
^ Importance 

f * 

What, then, is the real significance of the rise of the Labour party ? 
Within what limits does it stand for a' legitimate political force, with 
reasonable and practicable ends ? And how far do its own ambitions 
and the fears of those who are out of sympathy with it, he beyond 
the region of what is inherently possible ? We shall find that for a 
party representing the interests of labour as such, there is a very 
distinct and legitimate field of action ; but the more clearly we reahse 
what the character of this field is, the more clearly shall we reahse 
how far outside its borders the aspirations of many of the Labour 
members he, and how much smaller is the efficient force at the back 
of them, than they themselves, or than those who fear them, suppose. 

The intelligible and legitimate fimctions which may conceivably 
be fulfilled by a party representing the interests of ihe labouring as 
distinct from all other classes, arc obvious enough, as a few examples 
will show us, and arise from the broad fact that a variety of social 
questions really do concern the labouring classes either exclusively 
or in a special way. Thus the fencing of machinery in factories, 
the construction of factories with dv.e regard to sanitation, the obliga¬ 
tion of employers to compensate employees injured in their service, 
the limitation, of the normal labour day, the recognition of such rights 
as are incident to collective bargaining—all these are n.atters wliich 
concern the labouring classes in a special and direct way in which 
they concern no others. There is, therefore, in Parliament a legiti¬ 
mate locus standi for a party which distinguishes itself from all other 
parties by representing, as distinguished from the interests of all 
other classes, the peculiar interests of the classes who hve by manual 
labour. 

Such being the case, then, the presence in Parhament of a party 
which difiered from pther parties only in this one particular, that it 
concerned itself more specially than they with matters of the kind 
just indicated, would not be in itself a feature in our political life 
to which, on general grounds, it would be possible to take exception. 
But the claims of the Labour party, and the ideas of its members 
and their supporters, are far from being h mi ted by this sober view 
of the situation. Mixed with claims and ideas which will generally 
be admitted as reasonable are others of a more ambitious and also 
of a more disputable character. Thus, with the idea that the special 
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interests of labour require to be represented by members who make 
them their main concern is associated‘the idea that the members 
who represent these can only do so adequately if Jthey are themselves 
manual labourers. Again, with the idea that the special interests 
of labour require more consideration than they have generally re¬ 
ceived hitherto iS associated the idea that these interests are entitled 
to some privileged position—as though because such and such men 
belong to the labouring classes acts shoidd be legal on their part 
winch are»not legal* for others. The vitahty of this idea has becfti 
illustrated in an interesting way by the demands of the Labour party 
with regard to the right of picketing. They gind their friends in the 
Government disguise the nature of these demands under the plausible 
doctrine that it ought not to be illegal for men to perform any act 
collectively which is legal for each singly; and one of the spokesmen 
of the Government elicited, uproarious applause by what was sup¬ 
posed to be an absolutely convinciiig illustration. No one, he said, 
would maintain that an upper housemaid was committing an illegal 
act if she left her situation on the ground that she did not like the 
butler. Would anyone, the speaker continued, be foolish enough 
to maintain that what was legal for one housemaid, so long as she 
acted for herself, ought to be made illegal if the other housemaids 
were to join with her ? A far closer parallel to the practice of picketing 
would have been the following. It is legal for any one member of 
Parliament to walk by himself down Parhament Street; it is also 
legal for any two to walk down it arm-in-arm; but if ten members 
were to walk down it hnked together, sweeping the pavement, and 
thrusting everyone else into the roadway, such a corporate act, were 
it not illegal already, would certainly be made so wdth very httle 
delay. The Jiollowness of the arguments put forward in this con¬ 
nection by the Labour party and their friends would have been plain 
to everybody—indeed, the arguments could hardly have been used— 
if it had not been for the iind'^rlying idea that any cljiim advanced 
in the special interest of Labour is prima facie a just claim, and that 
any arguments supporting it must for t hat reason be soimd. 

But the disputable ideas of the Labour party do not end here— 
with the idea that the interests of manual labour as such have a right 
to preferential treatment. They are reinforced by one of very much 
wider scope. This is that the classes whose one class distinction is 
that they live*by labour whilst other classes do not, ought to possess, 
and will possess in the future, a preponderant control over the entire 
affairs of the nation. The ideal Government which, more or less 
vaguely conceived, the Labour party have in view, is, indeed, a 
Government consisting of labouring men—of men gcnerically dis¬ 
tinguished from statesmen of all other types by the fact that their 
normal occupation is the performance of manual tasks. An American 
writer has recently illustrated this fact by solemnly observing, with 
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a mixture of alarm and sympathy: ‘ The Government of Great 
Britain will, at no distant date, be administered»exclusively by men 
working with their hands.’ 

Ideals, ambitions, and prophecies such as these, though they may 
seem absurd to some and dangerously insane to others, cannot profit¬ 
ably be dismissed or met by ridicule or by elude defiance. However 
false, and consequently dangerous, they may be, their significance, 
great or small, can bo properly estimated only by a careful and calm 
examination of the sources from which they spring. Tide examina¬ 
tion will bring us back to the point wliich I set out with elucidating— 
namely, the nature an^ scope of those activities which are meant by 
the term ‘ labour.’ 


HI 

The Dependence op Labour on Activities other than 

ITS own 

Labour as we defined it, and as it is undoubtedly conceived by 
the Labour members themselves and illustrated by their own occu¬ 
pations—namely, manual labour, of a more or less ordinary kind, 
as applied to individual tasks—has two distinguishing characteristics. 
All normal human beings of sufficient age are capable of it; and in 
every community it must be exercised by all or by a great number, 
as the primary condition which enables such a community to exist. 
The whole means of hfe, then, in a certain sense, are based on labour. 
If we put the bearing and the rearing of children aside, every form of 
activity except labour may be absent, and a community may yet, 
witlfin certain limits, flourish ; but if labour be absent, the com¬ 
munity must cease to be; and no other kinds of activity are able to 
accomplish anytliing. Labour, therefore, stands for the majority 
of any given population in the first place ; and it stands, in the second 
place, not fo][ the majority only, but for a majority performing the 
one fundamental function which alone is universally necessary for 
the existence of the human race. 

Hence, by a process of thought which is very simple and intel¬ 
ligible, the idea has arisen that, in all conditions of society (even 
^ those in which the production of wealth has been most highly de¬ 
veloped), labour and the labouring classes fepresent, if not all, yet 
nearly all, of the human activities to which the wealth of the com¬ 
munity is due. Other classes may possibly add something to the 
result; hut the efficiency of these depends on the class that labours. 
The efficiency of the class that labours does not depend on these. 

Now, as apphed to certain conditions of society, this conception 
of labour would theoretically be true enough. Where all productive 
processes are carried on by individuals, either working singly or else 
in very small groups (as still happens in savage or semi-savage corn- 
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munities), the total product depends on the industrig,! efficiency of 
individuals, and bears a direct proporfion to it. Even in such cases, 
however, this, as history shows us, has been true in an abstract rather 
than in a concrete sense. If all the members of one tribe had devoted 
themselves to industry, whilst half the members of a neighbouring 
tribe devoted themselves to the art of fighting, the former would In 
theory have twice as much wealth as the latter; but in practice the 
latter would undoubtedly have seized oh thft wealth of the former. 
Labour, •therefore, in relation to actual social fife, has, even in c.ases 
where tlxeorotically its impfirtance is greatest, not possessed the 
exclusive importance which certain tliinkers assign to it. But waiving 
such considerations with regard to military efficiency, which I have 
used only as a passing illustration, let me go on to observe that, in 
exact proportion as labour is, in an economic sense, the main factor 
in production, it is inefficient, and the product is small; whilst in 
proportion as it become x a subordinate factor, though it can never 
cease to be a necessary one, the productive power of the community, 
as a whole, incTcases. Manual labour, in short, as related to the 
facts of progress, is simply the productive unit, wliicli is mu1ti}>lied 
by other forces ; and iliese, other forces consist of the various faculties 
and activities by which manual labour is directed and co-ordinated. 
In other words, labour, as such, is essentially non-progressive. The 
extremes of manual skill, as devoted to individual tasks, were reached 
veryearly in the liistory of civilisation. They are to he found in savage 
tribes to-day. The relation of labour to the causes of industrial pro¬ 
gress may be illustrated by a,comparison between a geographical 
treatise writlen and printed to-day, and one vnitten and prinled, let 
us say, in the time of Ahlus. The former would, of course, as com¬ 
pared with*the, latter, represent an immense advance in geograpliical 
loiowledge, and ihis enlarged Imowledge would be conveyed to us 
by means of the print-ed characters. But so far as these characters 
themselves were coxxcemed, the compositors of Aldus woxild have 
done their worlc as well as the compositors of to-day. The modern 
treatise, would be superior to the old one, because the movements 
of the compositors’ hands had been made in accordance with a new 
set of instructions given, through his manuscript, by a man in posses¬ 
sion of new knowledge. The work of the compositors may stand 
for the non-j)rogressive efficiency of labour, ^he superiority of the 
new treatise* to the old one may stand for the progressive forces by 
wliich manual labour is directed. The same thing holds good of all 
the advances that have been made in manufacturing machinery, in 
apjffied chemistry, in locomotion, the transmi.ssion of news, and so 
forth. .Progress in all these cases has resulted not from any new 
dexterity on the part of manual labourers, but from new directions 
being imposed on the movements of innumerable hands, whose strength 
and precision to-day are no more than they were yesterday. And 
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to this progressive work of (iirecting each pair of hands singly must 
be added the work of co-ordinating the operations of innumerable 
pairs, so that they in,ay eventuate in some one result. 

Now, Such being the case, as all industrial history shows us, whilst 
the faculties involved in labour are, to speak broadly, common to 
the human race, the faculties involved in the progresSve direction of 
labour develop themselves in a minority only, and the highest 
of these, the most important and the most far-reaching in their effects, 
develop themselves only in a minority that is very small. ‘The pro¬ 
gress of industry, for example, as Herbert Spencer has pointed out, 
is largely based on mathematics of an abstruse Mnd, which, as our 
university examinations show, only a few of those most favourably 
circumstanced can master. No doubt to an eye that does not pierce 
below the surface of things, the building of an Atlantic liner and 
the navigating of it between England and America seem to be entirely 
the work of manual labour—of such labour as the Labour members 
claim to represent in their own persons ; but it requires the exertion 
of very little intelhgence to see that such labour is merely the tool 
of other faculties that lie behind it—^thc faculties of the mathematician, 
the astronomer, the chemist, the master of applied science, of the 
great industrial organiser, which are in their highest and most efficient 
developments not found in one man out of a thousand. 

It is needless and impossible here to elaborate tliis fact farther. 
It is enough to say briefly that the faculties wliich make labour pro¬ 
gressively efficient, wliich maintain its increased efficiencies and alone 
prevent them from disappearing, are not only incomparably rarer 
than manual labour itself, but differ from it essentially in this funda¬ 
mental particular—that whereas manual labour, as such, is the work 
of the single labourer engaged on a single task, the directing faculties 
operate simultaneously on an indefinite number of labourers, maldng 
to each a loan of the same kind of added efficiency. 

The result jis that those classes or persons, in whom the directing 
and organising faculties are most successfully embodied, contribute 
an element to the productive power of a country out of all propor¬ 
tion to their number, which, compared with that of the labourers, is, 
^as I have said, small. How, then, as social forces, do these two 
classes stand related ? If wc suppose them, in preparation for some 
act of formal antagdnism, to be estimating* the strength of their 
respective positions, the following assertions on either ‘side will ex¬ 
press the true nature of the situation. Labour %vill be able to say for 
itself : ‘ I am the prime essential. I can exist in the absence of 
directing talent. 1 did so for thousands of years before directing 
talent arose. But directing talent is powerless without me.' On the 
other hand, the directing classes will be able to say to the labouring : 
‘ You may paralyse m, but you will not be emancipating yourselves. 
We do not make you toil. What makes you toil is Nature. We 
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find the majority of mankind labouring with its hands And muscles 
owing to the same ftompulsion that makes the earth rotate and rivers 
flow downwards to the sea. You will have to labour, whether we 
direct you or no ; but if we do not direct you, you will only have to 
work the harder. In some coimtries, no doubt, you could continue, 
on these terms, to exist; but in thickly peopled countries such as 
England even existence would be impossible for something like two- 
thirds of you. If, when you talk about the int'erests of labour, what 
you have fn view is a gradual amelioration of the general conditions 
of toil, and an increase in your own share of those material goods 
which constitute the results of the general industrial process, you 
can hope for this only through co- 0 ])eration of the directing classes, 
on whose activity the progressive eflicicncy of the industrial process 
depends.’ 

In so far, then, as the Labour party of to-day really does what it 
purports to do—^in so fa: as it represents the interests of labour as 
distinct from other interests, and opposed to them, it reproscnls only 
a very small fraction of those interests and activities which are essential 
to its own welfare. 

To tills it is possible that the apologists of labour may answer, 
‘ We do not ignore or underrate the importance of the directing and 
organising talents ; but we claiin that, amongst our ranks, we possess 
these talents ourselves.’ Now, such an argument, if seriously put 
forward, is, as we shall see presently, a complete abandonment of tlie 
labour position, as at presemt popularly understood. It deserves, 
however, to be. carefully considered ; and all that I have thus far said 
has l)een leading up to it. 

IV 

Who does the Labour Party of To-day Really Represent? 

Spinoza was one of the world's greatest tliinkers. l^e was also a 
manual labourer, whose occupation was grinding lenses. Rousseau 
was a thinki‘r who, in a sen.se, was more, influential than Spinoza. 
For a time he was a manual labourer who lived by coppng music. 
Rut no one would say that Spinoza, in his doctrines as tf) God and 
substance, or even that Rousseau, in his theory of the origin of society, 
represented manual labbur as embodied in opticians or copyists. 
"I’he fact that they happened to be manual labourers was an accident; 
and their influence had nothing to do with the practice of their respec¬ 
tive trades. In the same wAy it is possible, and indeed highly pro¬ 
bable, that amongst the labouring classes of tliis country to-day 
there may be all kinds of exceptional talent maturing themselves 
which will make their possessors influeniial in other ways than that 
of labour. But in whatever cases such a development takes place, and 
in so far as it takes place, the men who acquire influence of the kinds 
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in question, oeaae in any direct sense to represent ordinary labour, 
and represent instead one or more of the exoepfional qualities, such 
as intellect, sagacity, imagination, strength of will, or knowledge, to 
which the influence of all influential men has been due, from the 
Caesars, the Napoleons, the Platos, the ShakespeareSj and the Newtons 
downwards. Our Labour members, in so far as they are men with 
any special aptitudes for politics, may indeed give expression to the 
desires of the labouring classes ; but they do nQt, in virtue of being 
manual labourers themselves, represent average labour in any more 
direct way than Lord Shaftesbury dfd two generations since. Their 
special qualifications as legislators arise from their possession of quah- 
tios in whicli they differ from the ordinary workman, not from those 
in which they resemble him. Let us, then, ask what, so far as we 
are in a position to judge, the special qualities are with w'hich the 
present Labour representatives are equipped for their work as legis¬ 
lators ? And we may aslc this question in no offensive spirit, because 
the only fact on wliich it will be necessary for us to dwell is not 
positive or personal, but purely general and negative. 

Let us assume that these representatives are men as amply endowed 
as are capable pohticians of any other class, with those general political 
talents which deserve and command distinction. It is probable that 
many of them are in this way really exceptional. But whatever may 
be the liighcu gifts of intellect and talent represented by them, there 
are certain talents and capacities, intimately connected with the 
welfare of the labouring, as of all other classes, in which they are, one 
and all of them, conspicuously a^ld almost avowedly deficient. In 
addition to being, as we assume them to be, men of exceptional talents 
generally, they are doubtless in their own trades capable and honest 
labourers; but there are certain faculties to which na one of them 
makes the slightest claim, and of wfiiich no one of them, so far as we 
can judge, possesses even the germ ; and these arc those faculties of 
direction, oft industrial organisation, and of enterprise on which the 
whole efficiency of labour in a society such as ours depends. 

In saying this I am not spealdng at random. I have referred 
already to an account of the Labour members, pubhshed in The 
\ Review of Reviews, and compiled from information furnished by the 
Labour members themselves. In this very illuminating document 
they mention the more important of the books which have appealed 
to them and influenced their lives, guiding their thoughts and energies 
into the channels most congenial to their characters. The more 
noticeable of these books may be divided into three sections, the 
first comprising works which belong to general literature, historical, 
and imaginative; the second comprising works which, represent 
political and social sentiment; the third comprising works which deal 
^vith political and social questions scientifically. Those comprised in 
the first section are classics with all educated readers, such as the Bible, 
Bunyan, Gibbon, Macaulay, Shakespeare, Pope, Dickens, Scott, aiyi 
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Lyttou. Those comprised m the second section—^tlu- section of social 
and political sentiment—consist almost exclusively of certain works 
by Carlyle and Ruskin. Of those comprised iq the third seciiou— 
the section of social and political science—a few arc the works of 
extreme socialists, such as Marx; but those which have most readers 
are the works <Jf Henrjr George and MiU. Out of the hundred moat 
important books mentioned by forty-three Labour members as 
influencing them, nearly four-fifths consist, in. addition to the Bible, 
of certaii* works b^ the following seven writers, wliieh I give in the 
order of their popularity. Ruskin, Carlyle, Dickens, Henry George, 
Scott, J. S. Mill, and Bunyan. Special mejjtion is made of Rusldn 
by fourteen of the Labour members, of Carlyle by twelve, of Dickens 
by ten, of Henry George by ten, of Scott by seven, of J. S. Mill by 
seven, and of Bxmyan by six. Special prominence is given to the 
Bible by ten. . 

Now, we may pause here to note briefly in passing that none of 
these writers, to whom the ‘ direct ’ representatives of labour tell us 
that they owe so much, no one, with the exception of Runyan, was in 
any sense a representative of manual labour liimself. (kiiyle was the 
son of a labourer. Dickens perhaps during one period of his youth 
might have been claimed by the labouring classes as one of their own 
number. But Dickens and Carlyle became influential and famous by 
exchanging the activities of labour for activities of another kind. 
The qualities which have endeared Scott to readers of all classes aj’o 
distinctively the quahties of the noblest type of country gentleman. 
Ruslfin’s personal or direct connection with labour was limited to 
his attempts, for a year or so, to break a few stones near Oxford. 
The moral of all this is—and it. is here pointed by the Labour- meiubi'rs 
themselves—that the special land of activity represented by the 
labouring classes requires for their own sake to be suj)plemented by 
the activities of other classes, numerically small and exerting them¬ 
selves in a different way. • 

But the fact to wlu’ch I mainly desire to call the r'cader’s atterrtion 
is one far more precise than this. It is not the fact ihat the books 
by w^hich the Labour members have been clu’efly influenced are not 
the books of men who were themselves labourers, ft is the fact that 
of aU these books, no single one has any bearing whatsoever on the 
'practical processes of production. None gives tf single Irint a--ailable 
by any human being as to how so much labour, when direct (. d by the 
productive intellect, may be enabled to produce more than it does at 
present, or how new openings may be found for it- when at present it 
is involuntarily idle. One of the main objects of the Labour members 
is to secure for the manual labourer an increasing abundance of the 
products* of the national industry; but how the productivity of this 
industry is to be increased, how it is to be even maintained, and 
readapted to constantly changing circumstances—here is a class of 
'questions on which the writers who have influenced the Labour 
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members do not condescend to touch. And yet for the labourers, 
more than for any other claSs, these are the questions which prac¬ 
tically underlie cv/irything. The processes by which the few 
loaves and fishes are to be multipUed must precede all disputes 
as to the manner in which they are to be dealt out to the multi¬ 
tude. 

Let me illustrate this by a case which accords with actual fact. 
In a town or district in this country, once the seat of the silk industry, 
the silk mills are gradually closed, and the owners ruined,* in conse¬ 
quence of foreign competition. Labour loses what has long been its 
chief employment, and distress amongst the operatives at last becomes 
widespread, acute, and notorious. Members of the Labour party, 
doubtless with the best intentions, visit the neighbourhood, expatiate 
on the prevalent suffering, preach the doctrine of the minimum wage, 
the duty of the State to provide work whe*e there is no normal demand 
for it, and advocate at a series of meetings extending over many months 
the application of this or that political remedy. Meanwhile a body of 
men, making no appeals to philanthropy, have been elaborating in 
private some new species of implement, such as the bicycle or the 
motor-car, and in consequence of their efforts new industries develop 
fhemselves. Bicycle factories and motor-car factories take the place 
of silk mills, and the means of earning wages become more ample 
than ever. Which of these sets of men—the representatives of labour, 
who merely advocate new methods of distributing diminisliing pro¬ 
ducts, or the directors of labour, who organise the means by which 
production is reinvigorated and iqpreased, do most in repairing a 
catastrophe of the land in question It is quite conceivable that there 
may be room for the efforts of both ; but it is evident that the latter 
do a work far more fundamental than the former. In onf- part of this 
country, there are, or were not so many years ago, two adjacent iron¬ 
works. The managers of the one were foremost in introducing the 
Bessemer process. The managers of the other neglected it. The 
former business has continued to provide employment and subsistence 
for a growing number of labourers. The employment provided by 
the latter continued steadily to decline. 

}Vhat is it primarily that provides bread for a constantly increasing 
population ? It is not the sentiments and aspirations, however 
beneficent in some '^'ays, that emanate frorn men influenced by the 
Carlyles and the Ruskins. It is the brains of men hire Bessemer, 
and of other men who know the value of them. What made the 
English iron trade that which it is to-day 1 Not the men who pre¬ 
occupy themselves with the ideal claims of labour, but the men whose 
nights and days were occupied with brooding over the specific methods 
by which the productivity and the products of labour might be 
amplified and improved. 

It would be an interesting contribution to the history of industrial 
progress—of the process on which primarily the future of the labouring 
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class depends—to compare the characters and the faculties of these 
two industrial types. Whilst one man, resembhng' the Labour 
members of to-day (according to their own account of themselves), 
is occupied with denouncing the wrongs and advancing the claims of 
labour, the other, like an Arkwright, a Watt, a Bessemer, or an Edison, 
is occupied with jvatchiiig the action and powers of steam, or electricity, 
or the behaviour of metals under this or that treatment, or is meditating 
on how some by-product, long wasted, may be utihsed, on how some 
commodity, hitherto expensive, may be cheapened, or on how some 
want, long vaguely felt, may be satisfied by directing labour along 
hitherto untried courses. 

Human nature is complex. The social and industrial process is 
complex; and in that complex organism, society, there is room for 
many kinds of effort. As the industrial process of the nation advances, 
maintains, and readapts itself, circumstances will always arise in which 
the social interests of labour will require to be reconsidered and safe¬ 
guarded ; and there will thus always be a place for lliose who give to 
the interests of laboiir their special sympathy and attention. With 
the increase of wealth, there will also be always an increase in the 
amount which labour, though it has not produced it, will have the 
power, and therefore the practical right, to claim. Many of the 
directors of labour have recognised this, and have been foremost in 
their endeavours to forward the welfare of those employed by them ; 
but all classes, whether rich or poor, have, hke all bargainers, as all 
history shows us, a tendency to undue prejudice in favour of their 
own position. The directors of labour are no exception to this rule ; 
and there will always be roem'ior representatives through whom 
labour itself will be able to ventilate and give weight to its own claims. 
That a certain amount of bitterness should from time to time arise 
when different classes thus confront each other as bargainers is most 
probably inevitable. What we may hope for, and w'ork for, is the 
reduction of this bitterness to a minimum ; and the primary condition 
essential to this end is that each party should recognise the legitimate 
position of the other. The directors of labour should not treat labour 
as a rebel ; nor should labour treat the directors of labour as plunderers. 

The only danger, so far as labour is concerned, is that it should 
overestimate its pohtical powers, not that it should use them. Super¬ 
ficially considered, its pgwers may seem overwhelming; but, in the 
long run, theji are not so. They may be so for short periods, but for 
short periods only ; and, during those short periods, what sort of powers 
are they ? The powers of multitudes whose sole principle of solidarity 
consists in the fact that they all work with their hands, are purely 
obstructive or destructive. The typical weapon of labour as such is 
the strike ; but no general strike can be more than a passing episode. 
Men may refuse to work imder the direction of this or that employer ; 
but behind the employer stands the real taskmaster, wliich is Nature. 
.Sooner or later Nature drives them back to toil; and meanwhile, if 
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the strike has been sufficiently widespread and prolonged, there has 
been a corresponding dislocation of the machinery on which the 
efficacy of toil depends. Again, another of the typical powers of labour 
when massed together for purposes of political self-assertion is the 
direct power of destruction. Any knot of ‘loud-mouthed raga¬ 
muffins ’ (as Mr. Keir Hardie calls all of his own class who disagree 
with him) could wreck the Forth Bridge, burn the British Museum, 
turn the Elgin Marble.^ into lime, and all the pictures in the National 
Gallery into tinder; but not even the animal life of man, stijl less any 
rudiment of comfort or civilisation, can be brought into being by 
labour in the exercise of such a power as this. What pohticians of a 
certain ty])e are always in danger of forgetting is that the destructive 
or obstructive powers of a mere multitude have nothing whatever to 
do with any powers that are constructive ; and it is through the con¬ 
structive powers that all men alike live. It Js only through constructive 
powers of the highest and most elaborate kind, unremittingly exercised, 
that populations enjoy any of the comforts and other advantages of 
civihsation, or that in thickly populated countries, such as our own, 
they arc able to live at all. To adapt a line of Mr, Kipling’s, we may 
say with j)rofound truth, ‘ Little they know of labour, who only 
labour know.’ 

The only general criticisms of an adverse kind that can be called 
for by the Labour party as at present constituted, arc that its members 
are too apt to forget the above fundamental fact, and to attribute to 
labour as such greater powers and importance than it possesses in a 
complex civilisation such as our own ; and farther, that its members, 
in proportion to the exceptional cfiaracter of their abihtics, fail to 
represent average labour directly, and represent it only in that indirect 
way in which it might be represented by any statesmen of equal ability, 
no matter what their class. The fact, however, remafns, that the 
claims of the labouring classes do require, in a complex society such 
as ours, not njcrcly as a matter of sentiment, but as a matter of dis¬ 
passionate statesmanship, a constant and expert attention directed 
specially to themselves ; and that the best way of insuring the nation 
against demands on the part of labour that are unreasonable, is to 
satisfy, and if possible to anticipate, those that are just and reason¬ 
able. %To satisfy or anticipate these may well tax the powers of the 
most gifted politicians and administrators. The interests of labour, as 
distinct from the interests of other classes, deserve, on all grounds, 
the services of such men as these; but labour, as understood and 
represented by our present Labour members, must learn that it repre¬ 
sents only one force out of many, on wliich the welfare of the poorest, 
no less than that of the richest, is dependent; and that if its claims 
exceed that which the underlying facts of society warrant, it will in 
the long run be worsted by forces which in the long run are greater 
than its own. 


W. H. Mallock. • 
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Old residents of Portsmouth still remember a boy whom they occa¬ 
sionally saw walking about the dockyard looking at the ships with 
admiration and rapt attention. His greatest dehght seemed to be 
to watch the great ironclads moving in and out of Spilhead. Some¬ 
times he would find his way on board vessels of the Royal Navy. 
This lad was none other than the German Emperor. As a grandson of 
Queen Victoria he was a frequent visitor in liis boyhood and early 
manhood to his grandmother during the summer months when she 
was in residence at Osborne, and on one occasion liis father and 
mother, then the Crown Prince and Princess ol Germany, rented 
Norris Castle, on the outskirts of Cowes, and Hved there for several 
months with their children. Prince William, who was a gr<;at favourite 
of the late Queen, thus became the interested spectator not only of 
the naval pageants in the Solent directly under the windows of 
Osborne House and Norris Castle, lyit watched with interest the gay 
assemblage in Cowes roadstead for the regatta from year to year. At 
this time the newly created German Empire had practically no fleet. 
During the Frajico-Prussian war the few ships which flew the flag of the 
North German Confederation, a striking design of black and jvhite and 
red which is to-day the emblem of the Kaiser’s growing navy, were so 
weak that they could take h’ttle part in the conflict, and §<’rance was 
able to blockade the North Sea coast with impunity. The memory 
of these recent events was still fresh in the mind of the future Emperor 
when he visited England and watched the activities of the British 
navy, with its far-flung squadrons in all the Seven Seas, protecting 
day by day, not only the Motherland from fear of ^invasion, but safe¬ 
guarding aU her oversea possessions. He determined that he too 
would have a great fleet when he succeeded to the throne of the 
German Empire. 

This is no imaginary picture of the ideas which were taking root 
in the mind of the ruler of the German Empire of to-day. He once 
confessed that from his earliest youth upwards—‘ from the day when 
I ran about as a boy in Portsmouth Dockyard ’—he had been 
greatly interested in British ships.’ Years afterwards—in fact in 
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1904—addressing tlie King, on the occasion of his Majesty’s visit to 
tlie Kiel Regatta, the Kaiser paid a tribute to the power and traditions 
of the British navy, with which, he added, he became acquainted as a. 
youth during visits which he paid to England. He recalled that he 
had had many a sail in the Dolphin and Alberta, old British royal 
yachts, and had seen mighty ironclads constructed which had since 
served their time and disappeared from the Navy List. ‘ When I came 
to the throne I attempted to reproduce on a scale commensurate with 
,the resources and interests of my own country .that which had made 
such a deep impression upon ray mind when I saw it as a young man 
in England.’ This is an interesting piece of autobiography, for it is 
well known that the‘creation of a German fleet of great power was 
the Emperor’s first ambition when he succeeded his father. Bismarck 
had reahsed dimly the meaning of sea power to Germany if she were 
ever to exercise an influence in world politics, and were to find an 
outlet for her products and her growing population, but this great 
statesman did not proceed sufficiently fast to suit the young and 
impulsive Emperor. Very soon the old and autocratic pilot was 
dro])ped and the German Emperor himself took the helm. In less 
tlian ten years Wilhelm the Second created a powerful opinion in 
favour of the construction of an imposing German fleet, and by various 
cunning devices he succeeded in crystallising the newly created 
enthusiasm of his people into the greatest naval scheme of this or any 
previous century. 

The German fleet as it will exist less than ten years hence as a war 
force, probably second only in power to that of Great Britain, will be 
recognised as the most amazing achievement in statecraft ever accom- 
plished by a single man, for the fleet will be literally the Emperor’s 
personal creation. When he first advocated the construction of a 
big navy the German people viewed his proposals with indifierence 
and distrust. Shackled by a system of conscription in order to pro¬ 
vide the Empire with its huge army, they asked what it would profit 
them if to tne burden of a great army they added the vast expense of a 
fleet capable not merely of defending their coasts, but of operaiing 
on the offensive in distant seas. At first the Kaiser made little pro¬ 
gress in educating pubhc opinion, but he still nursed those dreams of 
sea power which had first taken sha 2 )e in his mind when he wandered 
about Portsmouth, dockyard arid viewed .the comiirg and going of 
mighty British warships from the grounds of OsbomP; House. A few 
years ago he referred with some pride to the persistency with which 
he had pursued his aims in spite of popular disfavour. At the launch 
of the Kaiser Karl der Grosse he said, ‘ If the increase in the navy 
which I demanded with urgent prayers had not been consistently 
refused me during the first eight years of my reign—I did not even 
escape derision and mocking at the time—in how different a manner 
should we now bo able to promote our prosperous commerce and our 
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interests oversea.’ He had to wait for many years before he saw his 
dreams reaching frujtion. . 

As the British Parhament is the mother of all jpopular representa¬ 
tive institutions, so the British navy is the mother of navies. If the 
records of most of the great fleets of the world are searched it will bo 
found that in greater or*less degree they owe their birth to the more 
or less direct assistance of British naval oflicers, oft-times acting with 
the direct authority of the British Admiralty—while in every fleet in 
the world §ven to-day may be found ships designed by British braine 
and constructed of British material by the skilled oraft-smen of these 
islands. It was to England that Peter the Great came to watch the 
sliipbuilding on the Thames, and it was with *a large body of British 
mechanics that he returned to Russia to create a fleet with which to 
defend his empire and extend its borders at the point of the gun. 
The prestige of the Russian navy in the seventeenth century was duo 
entirely to the skill and daring of Scotsmen. The Greigs of four 
generations, Admiral Elplrnstone, Lord Duffus Gordon, and a number 
of other Scotsmen, entered the service of the Czar and did splendid 
service, and some of the descendants of those pioneers of the Russian 
navy may still be traced in_the fleet, while at Barrow-in-Eurncss even 
to-day a mighty cruiser for the Tzar’s new fleet is under construction. 
The American navy was, of course, of chstinctly British origin; so were 
the fleets of many of the South American republics; while, as everyone 
Icnows, the seeds of the sea power of Japan wore sown by British naval 
officers, including, first and foremost. Admiral ISir Archibald Douglas, 
and the excellence to which the Chinese navy once attained was also 
duo to British iustrucLion under a*Scot8man, Admii-al Lang. 

In the case of the modern German fleet the British Admiralty had 
little part in its upbuilding, but British naval power fired the imagina¬ 
tion of the TKiaiser, and it was a kindly present made years ago by 
King William the Fourth to the then King of Prussia, which first directed 
the Kaiser’s thoughts towards the sea. When the presen'ji Emperor was 
a boy one of his favourite recreations was to sail a beautiful model of 
a British frigate on the lake at Potsdam. This Mttle ship, of excellent 
workmanship, was sent as a present to the then ruler of Prussia early 
in the last century by our sailor King, and was a never-failing source 
of pleasure to the present German Emperor as a youth. From his 
earliest years at home rend in England the futi*re ruler’s a-sjarations 
were always «toward the sea, and we can now see that his dreams 
of later years, which have taken such tangible shape, were largely 
due to those vivid impressions of sea power which ho obtained during 
his visits to England, and which reached their chmax in 1889 when 
Queen Victoria, on the occasion of his visit to the Cowes Regatta, 
conferred on him the unique rank of Admiral of the Fleet. 

Though other foreign princes and mouarchs have since been made 
honorary officers of the British navy, the German Emperor remains 
VoL, LX—No. 354 Q 
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to-day the only officer holding supremo rank. The commission con¬ 
ferred upon the Kaiser was purely honorary, but his Majesty has never 
concealed the pride with which he dons the British uniform with its 
deep gold cuffs and 'cocked hat, and he can boast that he is the only 
ruler of a foreign state who has ever commanded the British navy 
in modern times. » , 

Great Britain has always boasted of her ‘ splendid isolation,’ and 
the German Emperor’s is the only alien hand which has controlled 
aip.y of her fleets. In times gone by a British squadron was placed 
under the orders of Peter the Great. ^ This incident occurred during 
the Czar’s operations against Sweden, when he received the assistance 
of a squadron from theSe islands and hoisted his flag in command of 
the allied forces. In after years he admitted that this was the proudest 
day in his life. Between this date and the year when the German 
Emperor became an Admiral of the Fleet the British navy maintained 
its absolute independence. But soon after the Emperor received the 
honorary rank from Queen Victoria ho seized the opportunity t-o 
emulate the example of Peter the Great, and he afterwards confessed 
in a speech ho delivered on board the British battleship, Eoyal 
Sovereign, that the incident had left an iiidehble impression upon Lis 
mind. ‘ One of the best days of my life,’ he remarked, ‘ which I shall 
never forget as long as I hve, was the day when I inspected the Mediter¬ 
ranean Fleet when I was on board the Dreadnought, and my flag was 
hoisted for the first time.’ The Ka%er at this time was making 
a cruise in the Mediterranean and visited Athens to attend the 
wedding of his sister to the Crown Prince of Greece. Sir Anthony 
Hoskins, who was then only a vice-admiral, was in command of the 
British fleet which had assembled in honour of the royal marriage. 
The German Emperor decided that in his new role as a British officer 
he would exercise command, and consequently the oifiblem of an 
Admiral of 'the Fleet, which consists of the Union flag, was broken 
at the main on board the old battleship Dreadnought, of which the 
present Vice-Admiral Ahngton was captain. Sir Anthony Hoskins, 
being a junior officer, was forthwith reheved of the control of the 
British men-of-war, and nominally, though not of course actually, 
the German Emperor, during the time that his flag was flown, was in 
command of the greatest of all the fighting squadi’ons of the British 
Empire. v 

On a subsequent occasion, at Malta, his Majesty again visited the 
British fleet. Arriving at this great naval base, he announced that on 
the following day he would inspect one of the men-of-war. Accord¬ 
ingly, he proceeded on board and his flag was forthwith hoisted. It 
was thought that his Majesty would formally walk round the decks 
and then take some light refreshments and retmn to his yacht. This 
was not the case, however. No sooner did the Emperor reach the 
quarterdeck, where he was received with naval honours by all the 
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officers, than ho took off his coat and intimated that he was ready to 
go over the ship, tfis Majesty went ovarywhere, from the turrets to 
• the engine and boiler rooms, and kept the captein fully occupied 
answering a multitude of questions as to the design and equipment 
of the vessel. With all the impetuosity of his nature, ho dived into 
every hole and corner arid saw everything, and the captain was kept so 
busy that he forgot his duty as host and the wines which he had laid 
in for the occasion. At last the inspection ended, and the questions 
ceased, and his Majesty prepared, after comphmenting the captain on 
the sraar1.nes8 of his ship, to go down the companion ladder to his 
launch. As ho did so, he turned to the captain and said, ‘ Yours must 
be the longest ship in the British navy.’ ‘ I think not, your Majesty,’ 
replied the captain, ‘ it’s only 420 foot long.’ ‘ Oh ! you surely are 
mistaken,’ added the Emperor, and then the captain remembered the 
naval slang as to ‘ long-ship,s in the navy,’ namely, those with long 
intervals betw'con refreshments. He forthwith apologised profusely 
for the oversight and implored the Emperor to return to the cabin. 
His Majesty would not however do so, but added, ‘ January 27 is my 
birthday, and my orders are that on that day you entertain all your 
brother captains to dinner and drink my health.’ He then loft, pleased 
at the resiJt of the incident. 

When the day arrived the dinner was duly held, and the guests 
onjo 3 md tbomsolves immensely. During the evening they despatched 
the following message to the Emperor : ‘ The orders of our Admiral 
of the Fleet have b(!en carried out, and we h.ave drunk your Majesty’s 
good health. But there is one pojnt on which we cannot agree with 

your Majesty, and that is as to H M.S.-being a long ship.’ From 

this the Eiufjoror, wdio is familiar with the language of the navy, was 
able to infer that on that occasion there had been no lack of hospitality. 

On many occasions the Emperor has visited the IJritish mcn-of- 
war in virtue of his commission as Admiral of the Fleet, aifd no visitor 
has been more welcome to the officers of the fleet. Hi| Majesty has 
always been very popular in the navy, and by many httle incidents, 
typical of a ruler who has much of the sailor’s roving nature and love 
of good fellowship, he has endeared himself to the men of the British 
fleet. More than once, when yachting in Norwegian waters, he has 
fallen in with a cadets’ training-ship and entertained the future 
officers in the most delightful manner, throwing aside all the aloofness 
which had made his young guests anticipate the meeting with some 
amount of dread. During his succession of summer visits to Cowes 
Regatta in the early years of his reign, he never lost an opportunity of 
further cementing the ties of friendship with the Biitish Service, and 
after his accession he took an early opportunity of bringing his fleet 
to Spithcad that Queen Victoria might see the vessels. 

There can be little doubt that the German Emj)eror beheved and 
hoped that he could create his great fleet without arousing the jealousy 
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of the people of Great Britain. From the very first he made no 
secret of his ambition, either»in this country or in Germany, and for a 
time it seemed likely that he would succeed. English people, pleased 
at his admission that he intended to mould his fleet on the British 
model, viewed his aspirations with a certain amount of sympathy, 
but this was probably duo rather to ignorance of the ultimate object 
in view than to benevolence. It was not until affairs in South Africa 
began to approach a, crisis in 1896 that attention was devoted to 
the German Emperor’s propaganda. At the time of the Jameson 
Raid his Majesty sent a telegram of sympathy to the late President 
Kruger which at once roused the British people, and a special service 
squadron was immediately fitted out at Spithead. The Emperor has 
repeatedly asserted that he had no unfriendly motive in thus con¬ 
gratulating the Government of the Transvaal, because he believed 
that the raid was a mere ‘ rash act of revolutionaries,’ but this telegram 
and the equipment of a powerful squadron amid all the excitement 
of possible war, intentionally or unintentionally, served as the lever 
by which the German people were at last won over to an admission 
that the German Empire needed a fleet more considerable in size 
and power than the collection of coast defence ships which it then 
possessed. 

Curiously enough this iintoward incident, which marked the sever¬ 
ance of the friendly ties which had bound the two peoples together, 
was preceded by the great naval demonstration at Kiel in celebration 
of the opening of the Kaiser Wilhelm canal. This waterway had been 
constructed at great outlay so as to enable ships to pass from the 
Baltic to the North Sea in a period of ton hours, instead of maldng the 
long and more or less dangerous passage around the Belt. All the fleets 
of the world assembled in honour of this event, and Great Britain 
sent a squadron of four battleships, three cruisers, and a torpedo 
gunboat, while Italy sent a squadron as large. No less than fourteen 
different countries were represented by ships of war, and the gathering 
was the most wonderful assemblage of men-of-war that the world had 
ever seen. At this time the German Emperor had been reading with 
great care and annotating Captain Mahan’s striking works on sea 
power, and by calling together the warships of the world within Kiel 
Harbour his Majesty conveyed to the German people an impression of 
the weakness of the German fleet which could have been driven home 
in no other way. They realised then that even the grefat continental 
Powers which boasted of milli ons of armed men ashore were concen¬ 
trating attention on the up-building of their might afloat, and when 
in the following year the British Government fitted out on the spur of 
the moment a special squadron in reply to the Jameson Raid telegram, 
they had an object lesson which quickly bore fruit. 

In 1898 an Act was passed by the Reichstag for greatly strengthen¬ 
ing the German navy. The provision, great as it was, did not by any 
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means satisfy the aspirations of the German Emperor, but history was 
conspiring on ids sicje. In 1899 the South African war occurred, and 
immediately complications with Germany became inevitable owing 
to the action of German merchants in supplying the Boers with war 
material. The trading class in Germany realised that owing to the 
weakness of the •German fleet their Government could do little to 
keep open tins profitable avenue of commerce. Once more the 
realisation of the meaning of sea power was prominently presented 
to the Gciman people, and they were reminded that while Russia 
was tacitly permitted by Greai Britain to continue her silent but 
victorious progress in the Far East owing to deep-rooted belief in her 
naval power, Germanyl^ossessing only a small navy, hardly counted 
in world politics. The opportunity thus occurred for further expand¬ 
ing the plans for creating a powerful German navy, and it was seized 
without delay. In the spring following the outbreak of the war in 
South Africa, the naval plans passed as recently as 1898 were further 
expanded into a great programme spreading over a period of 
years. ^ 

The event was marked by the Emperor by another famous telegram, 
this time to the directors of the North German Steamship Company, 
in which he stated, ‘ We shall be able to impose peace on sea as well as 
on land.’ In addressing his generals his Majesty declared, ‘ As my 
grandfather did for the army, so will I for the navy carry out the work 
of reorganisation.’ The German Navy Act of 1900, though in detail 
it suSered at the hand of the Reichstag, was the embodiment of the 
German Emperor’s dreams which as a boy had come to him in the 
British naval arsenal, and he losl no opportunity of reminding the 
German people of the influence which a great fleet would have upon 
the future destimes of the German Empire. A few days after his 
speech to his* generals some German ships were seized by British 
cruisers ofi Delagoa Bay on suspicion of carrying arm^ and stores 
to the Boers. The incident aroused great popular ftjeling against 
England throughout Germany, and the Emperor sent another 
famous telegram, on this occasion to the King of Wurtemberg, ex¬ 
pressing his hope that ‘ the events of the last few days have 
convinced wider and wider circles that Germany’s honour, as well 
as her interests, must be protected on distant seas, and for this 
purpose Germany must be strong and mighty ftn sea as well as on 
land.’ While ‘his Majesty obtained his first ideas of the meaning of 
sea power from the men-of-w'ar he saw coming and going at Spithead, 
his ideas were crystallised by the teaching of Mahan, and were inten¬ 
tionally or otherwise carried to fruition with the assistance of a long 
series of telegrams which will probably rank as among the most 

' By 1917 tbe German fleet will cotnpriao 38 battloBliips (inoluding 18 equivalent 
to the British Dreadnought), 20 large armoured cruisers, 38 scouting oruisors, and 
144 torpedo boats. 
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momentous in their ejSect of all the millions which have flashed over 
the wire by electricity. , 

While these messages had an important influence upon public 
opinion, the Gorman Emperor reaUsed that something more than 
sporadic object lessons was essential and he decided to embark upon 
a widespread projjaganda. His Majesty sfet machinery in motion 
which resulted in the creation of the German Navy League, and at 
his suggestion his younger brother, Admiral Prince Henry of Prussia, 
who is about to become Commander-in-Chief bf the whole Active 
Fleet of the German Empire, became its patron. Probably no 
organisation has had a more conspicuously successful career or 
exerted a more powerful influence upon popular opinion in any 
coimtry. Its organisation was typically German, and unquestion¬ 
ably efficient. It proceeded to found branches in all parts of the 
Empire, and as it had the Emperor’s brother at its head, and was 
known to have been created as a vehicle for circulating widely the 
Emperor’s views as to the need of a national awakening to the 
meaning of sea power, its membersliip came to be regarded as a 
badge of loyalty and co-operation in its affairs as a mark of distinction. 
It spread its tentacles into the smallest village of Germany, and within 
a few years it could boast of a membershijt exceeding half a million, 
with an income of upwards of .3(),000h From year to }'ear it has 
pursued its propaganda with unfaltering persistency, and no sooner 
was the Naval Act of 15)00 passed than it began an agitation for further 
expansion. Unfortunately for the good relationship of the German 
and English peoples it did not hesitate to assist the movement by 
creating feelings of mistrust and jealousy against Great Britain. This 
aspect of the agitation became very prominent, and last year led to 
repeated protests in the Reichstag. But an organisation founded ns 
this had been without the direct encouragement of the Chancellor 
could, of course, escape official interference mitil such time as the 
Emperor might think it wise to intervene. Whatever the influence 
of the movement may have been in exciting feelings of jealousy against 
the British people, at one time by exaggerating the strength of the 
British fleet in contrast with that of Germany, and at another by hold¬ 
ing up to German eyes the widespread British Colonies as palpable 
frgjts of sea power, there can be no doubt that the Navy League has 
succeeded in bringing the majority of the German people into line with 
their Emperor on the importance of a great German fiefet. 

In addition to the Navy League the Emy)eror also worked openly 
to encourage naval sentiment in a very practical way. To the members 
of the Reichstag he lectured on one occasion for two hours on the 
future of the German fleet, illustrating his remarks by diagrams drawn 
by himself, and at other times he has sent to the Reichstag carefully 
prepared statements of the strength of the great fleets in contrast 
with the weakness of the German navy, and more than once he has 



1906 THE EAISEb4 HBEAMS OF SEA POWEB 223 

• • 

given his views on questions of naval construction. Indeed, in his 
role as the croatqj* of the new German navy, his Ma'jesty became 
a naval constructor whoso views had great influence in fixing the 
designs of German men-of-war. Sir Edward Eeed, a former Director 
of British Naval Construction, once remarked that he very much 
doubted if any other Atlmiral of the Fleet in the British naval service 
would have shown himself so thoroughly well informed concerning 
the most trivial detail of a ship or its machinory ‘ as the head of the 
Gorman novy.’ * 

One of the most successful efforts of the Emperor in creating 
a naval atmosphere was his attempt to make Kiel the great yachting 
centre of the world. Already, so well have his plans developed, this 
annual regatta overshadows Cowes in importance ; and year by year 
the German people are taking increasing interest in this sport. It has 
become one of the most fashionable pursuits of the wealthy, and the 
sentiment of the sea is thus spreading from the Emperor downward, 
llis activity has also taicen another very practical direction. Since 
he ascended the thront; his Majesty has let no opportunity slip of 
encouraging the great German slupping companies. The time was 
when the British flag was supreme on the Atlantic, but to-day the 
swiftest ocean greyhounds bear the German commercial flag. By 
means of State assistance in one form or another the blue ribbon of 
the Atlantic', has been seized from the great British lines, and this 
achievement has powerfully assisted the Emperor in his agitation 
for a strong fleet. 

When he began his reign the perman people believed that British 
supremacy on the seas was unas,Bailable. In every part of the world 
British men-of-war were patrolling, protecting British interests, and 
the best ships of the Atlantic sailed from British ports. Wh’th all the 
enthusiasm of a fanatic, the German Emperor has disabused his 
peo]>le of this early belief, and year by year opportunities Ifave ocjcurred 
for drivnng home the truth of his famous declaration, ‘ €)ur future lies 
on the sea.’ Since he grasped the reins of government he has spent 
his holidays cruising—though he suffers from mal dc mcr when the 
waves are contrarj^—and wherever ilic royal yacht Bohenzollern has 
ploughed its furrow the Kaiser has found some means of concentrating 
the eyes of the worlcl on his fleet, and thus ministering to Ihe pride 
of his peo])le. * * 


ARrHiBALi) S, Htjkd. 
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TRANSPERREr) froTH New York to London one finds himself at once in 
a new atmosphere. In the former, as a citizen of a continent under 
one flag, with no enemies to fear, the exciting incidents of life are 
domestic. He is concerned only with internal affairs. What takes 
place in other parts of the world, with rare exceptions, is to him 
matter of curiosity rather than importance. 

Reading the newspapers in London for a day, all is changed, lie 
realises that he is again in the old Island llorae, unfortunjitely 
‘engulfed in the vortex of militarism,’ to use Sir Wilfrid Laurier’s 
phrase. Telegrams from European capitals bear directly upon the 
aspirations and generally the hostile intentions of the various rival 
countries of Europe. Germany in tlie Morocco dispute, the designs 
of Turkey upon Tabah Harbour, Russia’s designs upon India, Ger¬ 
many’s unquenchable ambition to rival Britain on the sea—tJjese or 
subjects of similar import arc laid before the Briton day after day, 
and sinister interpretations generally given to ordinary routine events. 

The furthest of European capitals is nearer to London than cities 
from which the American gathers the daily news of his own country, 
but although the field of his interest equals the whole of Europe, 
there is nothing to arouse suspicion or jealousy, the issues arising 
being home (questions. In the old home, on the contrary, the cry of 
‘ Wolf! ’ is rarely absent. There is usually some real or imaginary danger 
menacing it from some quarter, calling for increased armaments on 
sea and conscription on land. This is in some degree inevitable, for 
Europe being an armed camp with millions of men trained and ready 
tdk attack or repel the attack of each other, the cry of ‘ Wolf ! ’ is ready 
to burst forth at eveiy rustling leaf in the fbrest. Ail Europe sleeps 
in fear, and hears the wolf in terrible dreams which afflict her nightly, 
and this although the past shows that a generation of alarms may 
all be false. 

There are occasions no doubt, though rare, when reason for appre¬ 
hension may arise, but there seem to the writer to be two pure delu¬ 
sions which especially afilict Britain. One is the cry of ‘ Russian wolf ! ’ 
When an increased army is demanded it is against this it is said to 
be needed. In Mr. Balfour’s weighty speech upon British defence 
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this stands in the foreground. A great reserve army must be held 
in Britain, prepared, capable, and ready, to reinforce the Army in India 
when the Russian wolf appears. How the fear of Russian altacks 
upon India arose it is difficult to understand. It is true that she has 
annexed coterminous territory, but never yet have we been able to 
obtain from any source a reasonable explanation why Russia should 
desire or why she would take, if offered, such a burden as control of 
India. Unlike the other regions annexed by, her, India is to-day 
already fully populated, if not over-populated. There is no room there 
for Russians any more than for Britons to settle, and if there were, 
the chmate, fatal to British, would be equally so to Russian occupa¬ 
tion. Britain obtains no decided advantage from India, which 
trades freely with all nations. It cannot be made to yield revenue to 
any foreign occupant without sapping allegiance. Its occupation can 
only be a drain upon the ,military power of the occupant, as it is 
admittedly the chief drain upon that of Britain. It is not in the 
nature of things that 8e% enty or eighty thousand foreign troops can 
hold control of three hundred millions of people when these become 
intelligent, as the people of India are fast becoming through British 
schools. Were Britain free from India to-day it would be unwise in 
her to take possession if that were offered, because it can never be 
colonised. It must be held by force, and hence remain foreign to the 
conquering nation, union being impossible. These considerations are 
not likely to be overlooked by Russia, even if she may ‘ demonstrate ’ 
now and then, in the tortuous throes of European pohtics, as if she 
seriously had intentions of menacing British power in India. It 
would not be good sense for Russia to add India to her responsibilities 
even if gifted to her. But assuming for a moment that Russia could 
commit the fatuous folly of invading India, there would still be the 
people of India to be reckoned with. The writer travelled through 
India and was introduced to educated natives by American officials, 
who, without exception, were upon terms of closest intimacy with 
the people. To the Briton, liis master, the Indian is naturally 
reserved ; to the American he is drawn by sympathetic bonds. Con¬ 
versation was quite free and unrestrained, and the writer beheves 
that he thus obtained an insight into the situation in India which few 
Britons can secure. That there is a strong and growing desire on the 
part of educated Indians ultimately to govern their own country goes 
without saying. They would not be educated if this aspiration did 
not arise witffin them. Education makes rebels against invaders. 
Material benefits conferred by them, however great, count for little 
against the spirit of national independence. As we write we hear of 
unrest even in Egypt, where the invaders’ rule has been exceptionally 
fruitful. ‘ The slaveholders in America were quite justified in putting 
to death under the law any man who taught their slaves to read, 
if we concede their right to continue the system of slavery, for it is 
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obviously necessary that slaves be kept in ignorance. The British 
policy in India has been grandly different. The young Indians are 
educated in Britis|i colleges and schools, and read British history. 
They loiow the long and glorious struggle of the people against absolute 
monarchs. Their heroes are the heroes of our English-speaking race. 
They have the story of Washington and the Ameiican Revolution, 
and what is even more significant, they have taken deeply to heart 
the support which some of the foremost statesmen and many of the 
people of Britain gave to the Americans fighting ‘for British liberties.’ 
British history cannot be read and understood without inspiring 
within the studious reader under military control an invincible resolve 
to free and govern his own country. 

Following Indian affairs with interest, the writer judges that 
within recent years this sentiment has grown rapidly and is continually 
strengthening. The native Press proves this. Let there, then, be no 
delusion about the Indian problem. The aim of the educated there 
to-day is to govern their own country some da)^ and this sentiment 
must soon permeate the others, but notwithstanding this the writer 
can bear testimony to one important fact, highly creditable to British 
rule: not one Indian ever spoke upon the subject who did not express 
decided preference for British supervision over that of any other 
Power. The safety of Britain lies in this, and if the issue ever were 
made, which is highly improbable, indeed almost impossible to assume, 
of Britain versus Russia, or Britain versus Germany, or Britain versus 
any other Power or combination of Powers, there would not be two 
parties, but one solid people determined to support Britain. It says 
much for Britain that after nearly two centuries of control this pn'- 
ference exists. No other people are to be compared W'ith the British as 
rulers of others, and foremost of all their qualities is that they execute 
righteous judgment. The people of India appreciate this. 

Russia,'Gr any other Power or combination of Powers, invading 
India, therelbre, would have to reckon not only with the military 
forces of Britain, but wnth the power of the whole jicople of India 
behind them. It is not Russia, nor any nation of Europe, nor all the 
nations combined that Britain has to fear in such a contest, for no 
nation but Britain could have done for India and her people what she 
h^s done. The people of India know this well. 

If India be propllrly guided, therefore, ho violent revolution need 
be feared. The movement toward independence wofild be orderly 
and slow, although irresistible. We can imagine India deciding to set 
up for herself, as we can imagine Canada or Australasia, as the daughter, 
leaving the mother’s house to establish a home for herself, followed by 
the love of the mother, fully reciprocated by the daughter. The true 
policy of Britain, in the opinion of the writer, is to say some day 
soon to India, as she has said to Canada and Australasia, that if she 
ever feels the time has arrived when she must establish government. 
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for herself, so be it. Not a hand will be raised against^her f she will 
go with the mother’s blessing. It is because this has been said to the 
British self-governing Colonies that they remain loyal Colonies to-day. 
Proclaim coercion and the part of America would soon be played by 
them over again. When India is told this, the effect will be as it has 
been with the Colonic^-—viz. to bind her closer and to keep her longer 
than otherwise within the Empire. 

As far as the military and other British authorities in India are 
concerned, their advice as to pohey is generally worse than worthless 
—it is misleading. Constant, contact with a danger feared renders 
sound judgment upon it impossible. They fire as men sitting upon 
the safety-valve with the escaping steam roaring in their cars and 
who advise putting additional pressure upon the valve to keep it 
down, which would be disastrous. Force here is no remedy. Safety 
lies in letting it escape moi;p freely; less, not more, pressure is the only 
policy. Lord Kitchener’s activity in strengthening the British 
military position in India so ostentatiously is in the wrong direction. 
True, Russia is proclaimed the ostensible enemy feared, but the 
intelligent people of, India know better. If all were known, it is 
not Russian or any foreign attack that the military officials dread. 
It is the growing home-rule sentiment they consider dangerous to 
British control. It is against the people of India, not against th(; 
foreigner, that the legions are to be moved. It would be a fatal 
mistake for Britain to ignore the truth that intelligent natives take 
keenly to heart and brood over the fact that no native regiment is 
entrusted with artillery. The people of India fully recognise the 
significance of this. It invites serious thought as reveahng mistrust. 
As long as it exists it will tell the story of foreign subjection, military 
occupation, a just conqueror, yet a conqueror and all that tJiis imphes. 
There is no Russian wolf or any other that can find desirable prey 
there, or which could capture it from the people of India/f there were. 
The British army needs no strengthening to meet mis imaginary 
Russian danger, neither to meet the danger of intensified native 
dissatisfaction, for the sure and only effective cure for that is to 
begin at once an enlarginnent of native participation in the govern¬ 
ment, holding out the promise that Britain is teaching them to become 
self-governing in due time. The problem is internal, not external. 
It is within, not without,* India that the wolf lurk’s. So much for Iniha 
and delusion humber one. 

There is a second British delusion, in the opinion of the writer, as 
wild as the first and equally baseless; Germany as a rival to Britain 
upon the sea. The fear of German rivalry is well grounded, but it 
is on the land, not on the water. Her industrial development is a 
great fact in the world’s history, which cannot fail to attract attention. 
She is already a great Empire, and rapidly growing greater. The 
121,000 square miles of Britain cannot hope to support more than 
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tliTee-fifths of the people the 209,000 square miles of Germany can 
and will sooh maintain. It cannot hope to produce as much iron 
and steel, nor. to continue to increase its percentage of shipping, as 
rapidly as Germany. Although adding much more yearly, the per¬ 
centage of increase of Germany must be greater, since she has com¬ 
paratively so little shipping in the aggregate} but because Germany 
has increased and is to increase, it does not foUow that Britain has 
decreased or will decrease thereby in either department. It simply 
means that two-thirds more territory will ultiniately support two- 
thirds more people, and the people will produce so much more. 
Nothing that Britain can do will prevent this. It is highly probable 
that it is the progress of Germany as an industrial Power which has 
aroused the unreasonable jealousy of her as a naval, shipping, and 
colonial Power, which, as far as we can see, is baseless. 

This ‘ wolf ’ cry shares the exaggerations of Dame Rumour with her 
thousand tongues. Germany’s alleged ambitions which alarm the 
timid, when compared with the means she has of accomplishing these 
alleged stupendous designs, are rendered positively chimerical. The 
supposed would-be mistress of the seas has a naval tonnage less than 
that of America, and according to the latest figures she has only 
twenty-four battleships against Britain’s fifty-five, tonnage 204,581 
against 732,480, more than three to one. The Statesman’s Year Book, 
1004, gives four armoured cruisers against twenty, thirty-nine protected 
cruisers against fifty-four, forty-seven destroyers against one hundred 
and thirty, one submarine against ten. No one ever questions the 
efficiency of the British navy. Ship for ship, it compares favourably, 
to say the least, with that of any other Power. So say the naval 
officers of other countries. This because, unlike the army, the British 
navy is a profession. Britain’s shipping compared with Germany’s is 
as ten and a half to two and a third million tons (1904), say nearly five 
to one. \ 

The German ‘ wolf ’ in both naval and shipping form is a very small 
one to make so great a cry. Only those who measure it can realise 
how groundless the alarm is. 

It must clearly be only in union with another navy that the 
German navy can be seriously considered. Surely the most timid 
Briton can sleep soundly without fear of the French navy ever being 
so utilised, but even if it were, the two combined would still be inferior 
to that of Britain. So would it be were the Italian anti the Austro- 
Hungarian combined with it. There formerly remained the Russian 
navy, but the question of Russian naval support is relegated to the 
future. What possible combination is there, then, that should alarm 
the Briton ? There cannot be one who imagines that America could 
be induced to become the ally of Germany or of any European Power, 
or combination of Powers, against the old home. No one can even 
imagine the issue upon which such a combination could be based. 
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On the contrary, if the invasion of Britain were ever imminent, a 
wild supposition, in all probability America would be Wnd at her 
side. The Briton disturbed about what the German navy might 
do in combination with any possible ally imagines vain things. 

The truth is that the naval disablement of Russia has thrown 
the programme adopted for increasing the British navy out of all pro¬ 
portion. We read of no less than eight battleships under construc¬ 
tion. The increase of French and German navies is comparatively 
trifling i» comparison. The Liberal Government, searching for ’a 
field for necessary reduction ©f expenditure, has it at hand in the 
navy. With a capacity for producing warships not less than that of 
Europe combined, Britain can safely follow America in deciding this 
year to build none, and at most one battleship per year hereafter for 
years to come ; even this one may be found unnecessary. 

It is in order to-day in Britain to exclaim against the increase of 
armaments and demand an agreement of the Powers to cease increasing. 
Each nation insists that it is compelled to increase its warships because 
others do. The real culprit, therefore, is the nation that leads the 
way. Britain has just launched a la.’ cr and more powerful ship than 
any hitherto known. Here she takes the lead. Germany, if we are 
to trust newspapers, has determined to build one to match the Dread¬ 
nought, and President Roosevelt has asked the American Congress to 
do so. The blame of enlargement is here solely upon Britain. No 
such monsters as proposed would have been built by either Germany 
or America if Britain had not challenged them. A second British 
battleship was launched the othcj day, the Agamemnon, said to be 
the greatest of all. Here is another challeng’. The guilty one is ho 
who sets the pace. The House passed the President’s request for the 
one battleship to equal the Dreadnought. He had previously stated 
that America has now a navy large enough, and her policy hereafter 
is only to keep the present navy efficient, for which one/battleship a 
year is sufficient. No increase in ships is desired. Onemundred and 
thirty-five votes in Congress were cast against building even the one 
monster asked for to maintain the efficiency of the present fleet, but 
it obtained a small majority. In the Senate, however, under the 
guidance of one of the wisest men in public hfe in America, Senator 
Hale, Chairman of the Naval Committee, it was resolved not to pass 
the Bill for the new ship until the complete plans thereof had been 
laid before the* Committee and approved. This postpones the Bill for 
a year at least. The writer does not beheve the President is at all 
grieved at the delay. Such is public sentiment in the Republic 
to-day upon naval expansion, and such the Government policy as 
announced by President Roosevelt. Here is an example which should 
not be lost upon Britain. If Britain, as the leading naval Power, were 
to call the attention of Prance and Germany to the declared policy of 
America, and intimate a wilhngness to join them in following America’s 
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example, much might be accomplished. If not, the Liberal peaceful 
party of Britain would have at least done what might be expected of 
it. It would be grctatly to its credit that it had offered to co-operate 
with the Republic, thus throwing the united voice of the English- 
speaking race in favour of ceasing to increase the number or power of 
warships for mutual destruction. * • 

There is another alleged source of apprehension in regard to 
Germany—^lier ambition to become a great Colonial Empire. The 
CTerman Emperor is truly a great ruler. He has Infused hi© patriotic 
fervor throughout the Empire and has become a commanding figure 
in the world, no titular sovereign but the real leader of his people. 
Ambitious for Germany undoubtedly. Why not ? He is to be 
extolled for liis intense devotion to his country, as King Edward is for 
his, but he is also credited, we beheve justly, with great good sense; 
ambitious if you please, but still guided, .let us say, by some degrees 
of judgment. He must know that the one great failure of Germany 
so far is her colonial possessions. 

Germany's colonial policy is of very recent growth. It began in 
1884. Tongoland, 33,000 square miles, population (1904) one million 
and a half, has on’y 189 Europeans, 179 of these Germans. Kamerun, 
191,000 square miles, a half larger than the United Kingdom, 
has only 710 whites, of whom 638 are Germans. German South-west 
Africa, 322,450 square miles, much larger than the German Empire, 
has 200,000 belonging to Hottentot, Bushman, Bantu and Damara 
races; Europeans only 4,682 ; number of Germans not given; the 
garrison 606 ofiicers and men. Kyau-Chau Bay has a population of 
1,200,000, whites only 3,735, number of Germans not given. German 
East Africa has 384,000 square miles, population 6,700,000, mostly 
mixed tribes of Bantu race; European population only 1,437, of 
whom 1,102 are Germans. Marshall Islands, twenty-four in number, 
population V5,000; Europeans only eighty-one, of whom Germans 
sixty-one. Bismarck Archipelago has only 203 Germans. In the 
whole German Colonial Empire there are not twenty thousand white 
people, certainly not fifteen thousand Germans. 

The total trade of Germany in 1903 with her Colonial Empire was ; 

Imports to Germany, 376,750/. 

Exports to Colonie.s, 1,221^300/. 

Britain’s trade with the (Jhannel Islands exceeds this. A.n enemy 
of Germany might well wish her more colonies. Britain could do 
worse than offer her a gift of more than one extensive area she has 
rashly taken under her wing in recent years, which can never be the 
home of Britons, nor anything but a source of loss and anxiety. 

It is clear that Germany is incapable of becoming a colonising Power. 
First, she has not the great surplus population needed. Fortimately, 
there is work in Germany for her increase, thanks to her Emperor in 
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good measure, whose attention to and sense in business affairs are 
remarkable. Second, of her small surplus 96 per cent, go to America, 
mostly to relatives and friends already there who have sent for them 
because profitable work awaits. This startUng fact should never be 
overlooked. Third, assuming that the German Emperor and his 
advisers have only average good sense, yet they must see that 
her emigration, such as that upon a vast scale to America, or in less 
volume to Southern Brazil, or even upon the smallest scale, inevitably 
results in tjie German emigrant becoming a citizen of the country 
he settles in, and a peaceable,. industrious, and loyal citizen he in, 
Ihis is so even with the emigrant himself, who generally becomes 
naturalised, while hi-! children born abroad are loyal citizens of their 
native land . Little trace of the German remains; they are soon merged 
in the prevailing type and lost to Germany. 

Germany s present settlements in Africa and China can never be 
colonies, but only stations held by garrisons involving more expense 
than there can be return, and what must be more disappointing, 
the German clement must remain a foreign element as the British 
IS in India. Neither Germany nor any other Power can ever create an 
America or Canada or Australasia as Britain has, and which have 
made her the only possible ‘ Mother of Nations,’ since her emigrants 
remain of the race. She stands and must stand alone in this sublime 
office. 

That a Colonial Empire can be founded hereafter that will add 
lo the strength ol the European founder is a delusion. South America 
IS closed. Europeans cannot colomse in the Far East or in India. 
They must ever remain a iiermanent invader, among but not of the 
native people. There is not a known region to-day in the world open 
to colonisation worth possessing which can be colonised by Em'o- 
pcans and become part of the parent European Empire. 

We have had, even in America, faint echoes of the ‘ yolf ’ cry of 
Gorman Colonisation in South America with resultant danger to the 
Monroe Doctrine. The able German Ambassador in Washington, 
Baron von Sternberg, has recently banished these for ever. We 
commend this subject to the attention of those timid Britons who 
hear and even see the German wolf of Colonial Empire in their dis¬ 
ordered dreams. The story is soon told. Emigration from the whole 
German Empire is not as'great as that from Irdland, small as that 
now is. In 1900 it was only 22,000; 1901, 32,000; 1902, 36,000; 
1903, 38,000; 1904, 27,924. 

South America began to attract Germans about ninety years ago, 
when Brazil received its first German immigrants. To-day there are 
about two hundred thousand of German extraction, descendants of 
these immigrants, in its southern parts. These are now loyal Brazihans 
and excellent citizens lost to Germany. The Argentine Republic has 
attracted very few Germans. Out of a total of 2,279,000 immigrants 
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between 1857 and 1895, there were only 25,000 Germans, but many 
of these are‘prominent citizens, all loyal to the cqre to the Republic, 
as the Germans in 4-uierica are to her. Here is the point to be noted 
by European empire-builders, ‘ the offspring of the early settlers 
in South America have almost invariably renounced or lost thei • 
German citizenship and have embraced the citizenship of their adopted 
country. They have not the remotest thought of returning to their 
former homes.’ Such is the statement of the German Ambassador 
rfeferred to. ‘ * 

In the pubh'shed official news of the German Government upon 
emigration, we read, ‘ Emigration in the eyes of the law is an economic 
phase of the social hfe of the Nation whicli in itself is an economic loss 
to the Commonwealth. It should not receive Government aid regard¬ 
less of the country of its final destination.’ 

German emigration from 1871, the year of the unification of the 
Empire, up to 1894, was and still is almost wholly to America. Out 
of a total of 2,616,731, no less than 2,399,803 went there. In 1904, 
26,085 went to America out of a total of 27,984. INo trace of additional 
power has this added to Germany. On the contrary, it is all her 
loss and all America’s gain. Germans cease to be German and 
become naturalised Americans. 

To show to what lengths baseless fears can lead their victims when 
this cry of ‘ Wolf! ’ is raised, we give tlie figures of German emigration 
to America, Brazil, and all other South American countries for the 
past seven years; 
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Let us repeat, Germany, fortunately for herself, has not surplus 
peoifie to colonise any part of the world. What she has go to America 
to friends, about twenty to thirty thousand a year, and on'y a few 
scattering hundreds to other countries. 

So fades into nothingness the phantom of German colonisation in 
South America and Africa or anywhere else. It will surely be impos¬ 
sible to raise the colonial ‘ wolf cry ’ again in face of this complete 
exposure of the non-existence even of the wolfs shadow. 

From the race point of view, our Enghsh-speaking race is the 
only important gainer by emigration, which flows almost wholly to 
America. One and a quarter million emigrants are expected this 
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year, and probably a hundred thousand in Canadq. The flow 
elsewhere consists* only of a few thousands here and there, scarcely 
worth considering. What this means may be’ inferred from there 
being already in America, according to the 1900 census, twenty- 
six millions of German descent, merged or steadily merging in the 
dominant American English-speaking type, all traces of German 
origin rapidly fading away. So with other lands. All lose their 
emigrants. Britaiij only transplants hers, henc6 the certain supremacy 
of the English-speaking race at no distant date, because it is not only 
keeping its own increase, but ’absorbing the emigrants of other races 
as well. • 

Meanwhile the Briton who dreads either Russian ‘ wolf ’ in India or 
elsewhere, or the German ‘ wolf ’ on Sea, or in Colonial Empire, or in 
Shipping, is the victim of imaginary fears. No danger is to be appre¬ 
hended from either, even if his navy were much less powerful and 
his army were considerab^v reduced. 

Andrew Carnegie. 

Skibo Casite : June 10, 1906. 
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MALAISE OF THE MONEY MARKET 

‘ A good banker will have accumulated in ordinary times the reserve that 
he is to make use of in extraordinary times.’—B agehot’s Lombard Street. 

Year after year for some years past the position in Lombard Street 
has become less satisfactory instead of more satisfactory, and we want 
to ascertain whether this unfavourable tendency is of a transitory or 
of a permanent character. 

In December last the Bank of England’s reserve ^ of notes and 
coin fell below 18,000,OOOL, and again, a couple of months ago (on 
the 10th of May), below 21,000,000?. These figures touched ‘ the 
apprehension limit,’ which may now be regarded as about 
20,000,000?., and from this point of view it is worth while to consider 
carefully some speeches delivered at a bankers’ dinner in London 
on the 9th of May last, when Lord Faber, the chairman of the 
dinner, and the President of the English County Bankers’ Associa¬ 
tion, deliberately declared that < 

London and the country were sufiering {from what, in bankers’ circles, was 
called * a gold famine.’ They wanted gold very badly indeed ; and if by any 
chance the half-million a week which was now coming to Loni^on from South 
Africa were stopped, ho ventured to say that those present would agree with 
him that a ver|^serious state of things might arise to the commerce of the country. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer, whose speech followed, said in 
regard to the gold reserve: ‘ The whole of this question was, he thought, 
a matter of grave and increasing importance, and it was at that moment 
engaging his most serious attention.’ 

And the Governor of the Union Bank of London concluded by 
saying ‘ That it was a serious question, ai\d deserved the attention 
not only of the Governor and Directors of the Bank of^ England, but 
of all bankers.’ It may be added that the Governor of the Bank of 
England was present, although he is not reported as having taken 
any part in the discussion. 

Here we have competent authorities on the special subject of 
bank reserves addressing a competent audience, representiog nearly 
800,000,000?. of deposits payable on demand, and there was not a 

' I refer here to the Bank of England’s reserve, and later in the article I refer 
only to the Bank’s bolding of bullion. 
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single dissentient voice reported amongst them. It was an occasion 
when the speakers must have been im^^ressed with the responsibility 
of their utterances. Men facing such liabilities always want to make 
the best of things, not the worst, and the outside public, after 
making reasonable allowance for a possibly rhetorical exaggeration 
in the use of 1;he word ‘ famine,’ will naturally want to know the 
reason of the present scarcity, considering that the world’s produc¬ 
tion of gold during the last fifteen years has been on an unpre¬ 
cedented* scale—aoout 700,000,0001., nearly one-half of the total 
production in the hundred yeUrs between 1801-1900. 

My intention in this little paper is to endeavour to throw some 
light on the question by a comparison; and we may take 1873 as a 
starting-point of our comparison, because the interval that has elapsed 
since then gives a broad field of view for calmly and deliberately 
observing certain tendencies at work, and because it was the year in 
which Mr. Bagehot published his book on Lombard Street, a book 
that has probably been more widely read than any other book 
on a purely financial subject. It is a brilliant little volume, and 
the object of the author was not only to give a vivid account of the 
working of the London money market, but he also desired to awaken 
us to certain risks incident to our peculiar system of banking. 
To use his own words: ‘ I shall have failed in my purpose if I have not 
proved that the system of entrusting all our reserve to a single board, 
like that of the Bank directors, is very anomalous ; that it is very 
dangerous; that its bad consequences, though much felt, have not 
been fully seen.’ A third of a century has elapsed since these words 
were written, and naturally the conditions of the London money 
market—both the absolute conditions and the relative conditions*— 
have materially altered; but the principles of sound banking have not 
altered. They are immutable. The first principle is that there must 
be a reasonable reserve held against deposits payable on; demand, and 
when Mr. Bagehot wrote he thought that our reserve was insufficient. 

Now, in order to get a right and reasonable view, we must not 
take special instances when the Bank’s stock of gold has been par¬ 
ticularly low, or when it has been particularly high, owing to tem¬ 
porary circumstances—we must look at averages. In the three years 
ending in 1873 the average holding of bullion in^the Bank of England 
was 23,000,0Q0l., and the average for the three years ending 1905 was 
35,000,000Z.; so that there has been a gain in the thirty-three 

^ As instances of the change in relative conditions I maj mention that Mr. Bagehot 
stated the known bank deposits in Paris in 1873 as only 13,O00,000Z., whereas to-day 
there are four institutions in Paris (the Crddit Lyonnais and the Gomptoir d’Escompte 
being the heat known) which hold amongst them 100,000,0002. of deposits, nearly 
equal to the 120,000,0002. of the known deposits of the London banks in 1878; and 
the deposits in the banks of the United States, which in 1873 were less than the 
deposits in the British banks, are now double the British banks’ deposits, 2,000,000,0002. 
against 900,000,0002. 
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years of 12,<000,000L But the liabilities on deposits of all the 
banks in the United Kingdom, including the SAvings Banks, were 
500,000,000?. in 1873, and they are 1,100,000,000?. to-day. This 
is the position in a nutshell. The amount of such liabilities on 
demand has more than doubled since 1873, but the bulh'on held 
by the Bank of England, the one reserve, has not doubled. It was 
23,000,000?. in 1873, and 35,000,000?. in 1905. 

. Perhaps the easiest way to appreciate the change in the position 
is to divide the period we are discussing into two separate parts, and 
we shall find that in 1873 the ratio of gold in the Bank of England 
to the total deposit liability was 4*60 per cent. Since then we have 
added 600,000,000?. to the banking liabilities, but we have only added 
12,000,000?. to the gold in the Bank of England; so that against the 
increase of liabilities in the second period the ratio of gold has been 
only 2 per cent. Again, if we take the average holding of gold in 1905 
at 35,000,000?., the ratio is 3 20 per cent, to the whole 1,100,000,000?. 
deposit liability, and on two occasions in the last six months the gold 
has been down to 31,000,000?. If, therefore, a ratio of 4 60 gave 
some cause for searching of heart in 1873, a ratio of only 3 per cent, 
naturally arouses us to grave consideration, with a determination to 
look into the causes which have produced this effect. For we ought 
to investigate not only the amount of gold in the Bank of England, 
but also the gold in the country, to which Lord Faber made allusion. 

We would naturally expect that the amoimt of gold held in Great 
Britain must now be very much greater than in 1873, were we not 
told on responsible authority—that is, on the authority of a gentle¬ 
man who, as President of the County Bankers’ Association, must be 
constantly and intimately in touch with the country bank managers— 
that there is a gold famine, or, let us say, scarcity. It is*very difficult 
in England ^o arrive at the facts, because there are really no trust¬ 
worthy data.' In Franco they pay much more attention to financial 
and monetary statistics. But there are certain figures which arc 
easily accessible in the Board of Trade returns. During the last 
thirty-three years the recorded imports of gold into this country have 
exceeded the recorded exports by 110,000,000?., or at an average rate 
of 3,300,000?. a year. This at first sight would seem to be a very 
considerable increase. But from this excess of imports we have to 
deduct the amount used in arts and manufactures, and the amounts that 
filter away in the pockets of emigrants and tourists, of which amounts 
there are absolutely no records. We are reduced to form estimates 
or guesses. As a working hypothesis let us assume for the moment 
that 1,200,000?.® a year is consumed in arts and manufactures, and 
that 2,100,000?. a year is the balance of gold going out of the country 

* This is the mean between the United States Mint’s estimate of 2,000,000Z. a year 
as the British consumption in arts and manafaotnres and the English Mint’s estimate 
of 50O,O00Z. a year for jewellery alone. 
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in the pockets of emigrants and tourists. We must remember that 
there has been an average emigration during these thirty-three years 
of about 275,000 persons a year, besides many hundreds of thousands 
of tourists—^in all, about 700,000 people a year going out of this 
country to non-European and European countries, all of whom take 
away gold in tjjieir pockets—perhaps on an average 31. per head, or 
possibly more ; and they bring back very little. 

The tourist goes abroad with the purpose of spending the 
sovereigi^ in his purse as well as his circular notes. The emigrant, 
speaking generally, takes his^ whole capital in his pocket; and the 
returning immigrant is either one who has failed of success, and 
therefore has little or nothing in his pocket, or he has succeeded 
and is coming home on a visit; in which latter case he does not bring 
gold in his pocket, but he supplies himself in America, or Australia, or 
wherever he may be, with a banker’s draft for the money that he will 
require whilst in Europe. "He has become a small capitalist. There¬ 
fore it seems reasonable to assume that the gold coming into Great 
Britain in people’s pockets is a mere fraction of the gold going out in 
this way, and the considerable amount of English gold coins to be 
seen abroad compared with the small amount of foreign gold to be 
seen in England furnishes confirmatory evidence. 

If, then, the 3,300,0001. a year excess of gold imports has been 
used up in this way, it must follow that there is no more gold in this 
country to-day than there was in 1873. But it may be said that 
these estimates are exaggerated. To test this we may put the 
figures in the following form. The excess of recorded gold imports 
for the seventeen years 1873 *to 1889 was only at the rate of 
about 1,000,0001. a year, whilst the excess for the period 1890 to 
1905 was at the rate of 6,000,0001. a year. Now if, for instance, 
we were t<J reduce our estimate for the claims of the arts and 
manufactures, tourists, and emigrants to 2,000,0001. (instead of 
3,300,0001.), and if we deduct that from the 6,000,0001. excess of 
imports, there would be an apparent increase of 4,000,0001. a year in 
the stock of gold in the country, which in the last fifteen years would 
amount to 60,000,0001, increase ; and if that were so attention would 
scarcely be called to-day to a ‘ famine of gold,’ or scarcity, in the 
country, whatever may have been the case between 1873 and 1889. 
On the other hand, it “is more than possible 4hat the estimate of 
3,300,0001. a year may be too small, for, by the same method of reason¬ 
ing, if we deduct that amount from the 6,000,0001. average yearly 
excess of imports in the last fifteen years, we shall then show an increase 
of 40,500,0001. in the country’s stock of gold, and in that case also 
there would be no justification for calling pubhc attention to scarcity. 
As 1 shall presently show, there is no evidence of such increase in the 
stock of gold during the last thirty-five years. 

And now we may come to another very important part of the 
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question—viz. the amount of gold which Great Britain owes to-day 
to foreign banks and credit institutions. Her® again, for illustration, 
let us take an exceedingly moderate estimate, say 35,000,000?., of which 
a very large proportion is French money, and a great deal of it is 
payable on demand. 

It must be borne in mind that these foreign funds, whether 
35,000,000?., or more, or less, have not come to us in the shape of 
gold, for we know from th® Board of Trade returns that on balance we 
export a great deal more gold to foreign countries than we import from 
them. British possessions exclusively supply the balance of imports 
of gold, and no British possessions are creditors with Great Britain; 
their gold pays their debts. Therefore these foreign funds have come 
to us either in the shape of imported commodities that we have not yet 
paid for to the country of origin—that is, the proceeds of the sales of 
these commodities are still lent at call in, Lombard Street—or they 
have come to us in the shape of travellers’ cheques, which are sent over 
in sheaves to the London agencies of the various foreign banks and 
credit institutions. If, for instance, the Credit Lyonnais in London 
receives one day 10,000?. of these travellers’ cheques from its Con¬ 
tinental correspondents, it does not at once draw the gold for them, 
but it lends the money out or invests it in sterling bills, so long as 
the rate of interest in London is higher than the rate of interest in 
Paris. And this has been the case for very many years past. 
But if ever circumstances, political or social (or a change of French 
loans from the London to the New York money market), should arise 
to make a keen demand for gold by Paris, it can always be taken 
instantly from the London market. We have never paid sufficient 
attention to these unrecorded liabilities for travellers’ credits; and we 
have to take into account that they not only include the vast sums 
spent on the Continent by British tourists, but also the 'lion’s share 
of, perhaps, equally great sums spent by American tourists. It might 
naturally be supposed that the United States would furnish the gold 
for these tourists in Europe, but this is not the case. What 
happens is that shipments of cotton, breadstuffs, provisions, and 
other articles of American export, chiefly to Great Britain, pay for 
these toxirists’ expenses. During the last nine years the excess of 
merchandise exports from the United States over imports amounts on 
average to 100,000,000?. a year. This sum is inuch more than sufficient 
to pay the interest on their debt held in Europe, the frei|hts on their 
imports, and the expenses of their travellers; and previous to 1898 
they provided the funds, in London, by shipments of securities— 
railway bonds and shares. So that on average we do not receive in 
England, and have not received during the last thirty-three years, 
any balance of gold from the United States, and American gold coins 
are practically never seen in Europe in the hands of tourists. There¬ 
fore, sooner or later, we may hav® to find this gold and pay it over 



1906 MALAISE OF THE MONEY MABKETt 239 

• . 

to the foreign holders of these travellers’ cheques still uncollected, 
whenever such holders may demand pajsment in gold, supposing that 
the holders belong lo a creditor country like France. In a word, we 
have received the funds from the United States to pay their 
travellers’ expenses, but we have not yet paid over all these 
funds to the Continental holders of the cheques. There are balances 
still figming among our bank deposits as debts payable on demand 
in gold. 

Year by year this liability for travellers’ credits mounts up, until 
it reaches very big figures indeed, and it goes some way towards 
accounting for the persistently adverse foreign exchanges, par¬ 
ticularly with France and Italy; and also it may to some extent 
account for what would otherwise seem almost incredible—that there 
is a decreasing quantity of gold in this country belonging to the 
people of this country. The changing habits of our people also tend 
to mask the phenomena. The extraordinary increase in the number of 
the branches of town and country banks has enormously decrease*! 
the amount of cash that used formerly to be kept in private houses. 
Even thirty-three years ago the universality of bank accounts was more 
or less confined to the upper-middle classes, and fifty years ago, in every 
great house and in every upper-middle-class house, all the household 
accounts were paid in notes or coin, so that there was almost always 
a considerable stock of money in such houses ; and, relatively speaking, 
the same may be said of the lower-middle classes and of the artisans 
and mechanics. To-day, in even very well-to-do houses, it might be 
difficult to find 51. or lOZ. in cash (unless the people are bridge players); 
and all tradesmen and many artisans and mechanics, both in town 
and country, have now bank accounts; whilst among the more thrifty 
of the poorer classes the surplus cash goes straight into the Savings 
Bank, and it* is all swept up to Lombard Street, so that a very con¬ 
siderable depletion of gold may very conceivably have taken place 
in the country without being observed. 

But, even supposing that we have more gold in the c-ountry 
than in 1873, it is absolutely certain that the amount subject 
to the instant claims of foreigners has very greatly increased—has 
increased by a much larger sum than the 12,000,0001. which has been 
added to the bulhon in the Bank of England, whilst at the same time 
the work thrown on oifr gold is constantly increasing. We have 
seen that the habihties for deposits on demand have more than 
doubled; the trade transactions have more than doubled, as may 
be inferred from the bankers’ clearings, which are now more than 
twice those of 1873. The excess of the recorded imports of 
general merchandise over the recorded exports is now three times 
greater. ’ Wo have also added ten milhons to our population; 
and some explanation is required of the anomaly that Great Britain 
—the financial centre and clearing-house of the world—^is the only 
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country in the world that has hot demonstrably increased its store 
of gold to aijy appreciable extent during these thirty-three years. 

It is necessary to go into the question with, perhaps, wearisome 
detail because, althdugh it is quite true, from one point of view, that 
gold in bank vaults is of all forms of wealth the most useless, and 
we do not wish to make a fetish of it, still it,is, nevertheless, certain 
that no country can see its stock of gold running down—whilst the 
stocks of gold in all other countries are running up—without a certain 
amount of anxiety or misgiving, and I am not aw^re that the position 
in this country has ever been carefully examined from this stand¬ 
point. Needless to say, it ought to be examined with very great 
attention, because we ought always to be prepared for sudden war 
demands as well as for mercantile or banking demands for gold. It 
will be remembered that our experience in 1901 did not show affluence 
of coin, and a wise nation ought always to keep emergencies in 
view. I’he direct evidence given above goes to show a tendency 
to depletion, and the only indirect evidence, so far as I know, that 
shows any increase of gold in Great Britain during the last thirty or 
forty years is in the Deputy-Master of the Mint’s report for 1903, 
in which he refers to various estimates of the amount of gold in circu¬ 
lation, and, amongst others, to Mr. Jevons’s estimate in 18G8 of 
80,000,0001., which may be compared with the Royal Mint’s own 
estimate of 93,500,0001. in 1903. This is a gain of 13,500,0001. in 
thirty-five years, or just about the amount shown above as the in¬ 
crease in the Bank of England’s stock of gold during the same period. 
But, of course, the Mint takes no account of the increased amount 
of gold due to foreigners on demand ; and the question arises whether 
the Enghsh people did not have command over a good deal more of 
the 80,000,0001. in 1868 than they have command over the 93,500,0001. 
in 1906. That seems to me to be the crucial point. We must cease to 
count gold as belonging to Great Britain which really belongs to France. 

But it may be said that whilst we owe a great deal of money to 
France to-day, the United States owes a great deal of money to us ; 
and I believe that this is the case. We are carrying in London a 
large amount of American stocks for American holders. There is tliis 
essential difference, however, from the banker’s point of view—that 
^whereas the Credit Lyonnais or the Comptoir d’Escompte, in dealing 
with their money at call in the London market, can present cheques any 
day on the Bank of England and can demand gold for ^hem, there is 
no means of taking gold in such instantaneous fashion from New York; 
and we must bear in mind that there is no cessation apparent yet in the 
demand for liquid capital in the United States for the development of 
its resources, and if the banks there go on increasing their loans to meet 
this demand for capital they must also, at the same time, increase their 
reserves of gold, so that they will be very averse to any gold shipments 
to London, because such gold shipments on any considerable scale would 
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lead to cliaos in the New York stock market. Wherever we are dealing 
with Kabihties on demand the element o^ tirm may be a vital element. 
Sudden movements* are what we have to guard against. Hence the 
necessity for a good reserve of gold. The most‘useful contribution 
that could be made to the discussion of the question would be well- 
informed estimat^es from«time to time of the amount of cash that could 
be instantly demanded from London by foreign countries, compared 
with the amount that could be instantly demanded by London from 
foreign coijntries. , 

This leads us to consider the reason of the present uneasy state 
of things both in the London and in the New York money markets, 
and it appears to me that the reason is sflf-evident. It is over- 
borrowing all roxmd. Naturally this over-borrowing leads to record 
figmes in both countries of imports, exports, clearing returns, income 
tax, &c.; but we have to ask ourselves if this increasing business is 
all quite sound. My own‘attention was originally drawn to the 
subject by observing the marked increase in the scale of expen¬ 
diture in England, which became very noticeable about the time 
of the Jubilee year 1897. In the following seven years-—1898-1904— 
we exported to foreign countries on balance 80,000,0001. of gold, and 
during the same seven years we received from British possessions 
(principally from South Africa and Australia) a net import of 
120,{XX),0001., so that there is an increase shown by the recorded 
figures of 40,000,0001. gold since 1898. Where is this 40,000,0001. 
now ? After deducting the 3,300,0001. a year which we have 
assumed for arts and manufactmes and travellers’ takings, there 
ought to be a balance of 17,000*0001. somewhere. We know that 
it is not in the Bank of England, because the Bank’s average holding 
in 1904 was just the same as in 1898. There is no direct evidence of 
a gain of 17,000,0001. in the gold circulating in this country. On 
the contrary, the indirect evidence of the Mint’s report of 1903 is 
that the total increase of gold in circulation was only 1,000,0001. in 
the previous eight years; whilst the multipKcation of banking 
facihties meanwhile has decreased the probability of accumulation in 
the people’s pockets.'^ 

1 tliink, too, it will be universally admitted that during these 
seven years there has been an absolute consensus of opinion amongst 
experts that every effort §hould be made by Great Britain to increase 
the gold reserve in the Bank of England. It will also, I boheve, be 
universally admitted that the amount of money in London wliich is 
at the call of foreign holders, such as the Credit Lyonnais and the 
Cornptoir d’Escompte, has increased during that period more than 
in any previous period. And, furthermore, it can be established 

* I learn from the largest employers of labour in England, a concern which 
employs 30,000 men, that among their workmen ‘ the plan of keeping money in the 
house has practically ceased to exist.’ 
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from the Board of Trade returns that the balance of our exports 
of gold to foreign countries,has been greater in these seven years 
than in any previous seven-year period. 

Now, the only reason why foreign countries can take away our 
gold, at a time when we are most particularly anxious to keep what 
we have got and to increase our store, is that we have imported 
commodities or securities from these countries beyond what our 
recorded and ‘ invisible ’ exports of commodities or securities can pay 
for, and that, consequently, the rates of exchange with tjie outside 
world are constantly against us. The. figures given above suggest 
that there is a leak somewhere in our reservoir, and imtil we have 
located that leak and talcen measures to plug it we shall have no safety 
in our supply of specie. It may be troublesome now to stop the leak, 
but it will turn out to be more than troublesome if we put off 
attending to it. No attention is yet being paid to this aspect of 
the question, although there is a good deal of talk about a Royal 
Commission to regulate the proportions of the reserve of gold to be 
held as between the Bank of England and the joint-stock banks. 
But the real problem is, not how to get the gold into these reserves, 
but how to keep it there imder our present methods of doing business. 
The fact is that we ought all to know more, and to care more, about 
the handling of these vast sums of money. The right and reasonable 
management of our finance is the most important thing we have got 
to attend to in this country. It is fundamental and it is absolutely 
vital; yet very few people exercise their minds on it. If one looks 
back through the money articles |or the last eight years, there is 
always an expectation expressed of a coming boom in prices of 
securities, whereas the leaders of financial opinion ought to have been 
warning us against our extravagance, as shown in our excess of imports 
of commodities. Up to this very day all the English newspapers, without 
a single exception, so far as I know, keep on rejoicing over these increasing 
imports—the figures for the first half of 1906 are by far the largest 
on record—as showing the wonderful spending power of the country, 
whilst in the same breath they are all, with one accord, urging an 
increase of our gold reserves, not apparently recognising that the 
two processes are mutually exclusive. We never imported so much 
gold into this country as we have done in the last eight years, and 
nevertheless, as I hafe said, the stock of golcl in the Bank of England 
is just the same as it was in 1898. 

We shall very shortly have to consider the autumnal demands for 
coin. There is no reason for supposing that those demands will be 
less in 1906 than they were in 1905. It is true that the Bank of 
England has had a conwderable accesaon to its gold since May, 
but the stock is still ^ rather less than it was last year, and we 


On the 19th of July. 
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know how uncomfortably small the reserve became last December. 
We are paying now about 230,000,0001. a year for our imparted food 
for man and beast and for tobacco, whilst thirty-three years ago we 
were paying only 150,000,0001. for the same articles; and so on all 
through our list of imports. We must also keep our eyes open to 
the demands of Russia, Japan, the United States, India, and the 
Colonies for hquid capital. We send this capital out in the shape of 
exports of commodities settled for in paper promises to pay, which do 
not help us to pay foe our imports. The borrowers give us their , 
bonds, or stock certificates, and iij return we provide them with goods 
produced by English labourers living to a great extent on imported 
food, for which food we have to pay in cash. * For instance, every 
year we have to send sovereigns to the Argentine to pay for wheat and 
meat. And it is not only to backward countries like the Argentine 
that we send gold. We have shipped to Germany during the last 
thirty-three years 100,000,0001. of gold on balance. And that is the 
way the money goes. 

We really want to overhaul om: whole system of judging our 
trade by figures which have not been submitted to expert analysis, 
or we may very easily come to thoroughly false conclusions owing to 
a faulty method. 

The only result of the last eight years’ endeavour to create a 
psychological atmosphere of optimistic confidence is that the state of 
the money market is rather more uncomfortable to-day than it was 
eight years ago. 

The plain truth is that if the conditions are not fundamentally 
sound no amount of writing things up will make them move up. 

A very good instance was what happened after the signature of 
peace with the Boers in May 1902. Speculators were tumbling over 
one another to* buy Consols at 95 or 96 and South African gold-mining 
shares at about double their present prices, and a good many of 
those speculators have been carrjdng their purchases ever since on 
borrowed money. But it was really very easy to see in 1902 that, 
of all things likely to happen, a boom was the least probable. Yet, 
with one or two exceptions, there was scarcely a warning voice 
raised. Almost all the leaders of financial opinion rather encouraged 
than discouraged the speculators. We do not want either optimism 
or pessimism. What we* do want is to see things as they are. 
Nothing can he prejudiced by looking into our balance-sheet, but 
everything may be hazarded by not looking into it. When we 
suspect the existence of unsound conditions, the most helpful thing 
to do is to examine the symptoms, with a view to applying a remedy; 
and my own belief is that, in the ultimate analysis, the growing 
magnitude* of our imports will be found to be at the root of the 
trouble. It is quite true that lately British exports have been in- 
^ creasing even more rapidly than the imports, but, from the point of 
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view of the reserves of gold,'we must ascertain the proportion of 
these expoifts that is being settled for in paper promises to pay. When 
an exhaustive analysis has been made of the true relation between 
our imports and our exports by competent authorities at the Board 
of Trade or at the Treasury, I think we shall find that the effects 
of too rapid conversion of floating capitg,! into fixed capital are 
much more serious than we have yet realised. 

We might have expected that the speeches at the bankers’ diimer 
on the 11th of July should throw some additional light on the 
question. But we do not get much. Lord Goschen in one sentence 
said: ‘ Here we were with enormous liabilities and with a smaller 
stock of gold than any‘other country held. He was inclined to believe 
that they were unanimous that that was not a satisfactory situation.’ 
And in a following sentence, ‘ At present a great current of trade and 
finance was going on on a sound basis.’ 

Can the finance be really on a sound basis at present when Lord 
Goschen himself and all the audience of bankers are unanimous in 
thinking that the situation is not satisfactory ? 

Then Mr. Asquith said: ‘ He had always thought—and he still 
thought—^that one of the greatest assets of this country was to main¬ 
tain here in England, and particularly in the City of London, the freest 
and most open market in the whole world.’ 

But if the result is that to-day the financial situation is not satis¬ 
factory, it may be said that in this freest and most open market in 
the world we have been overweighted by excess of imports, and 
that consequently we have been unable to maintain adequate gold 
reserves. 

In this article I have attempted to indicate that these two forces 
—excess of imports and insufficiency of gold—operating together as 
cause and consequence over a series of years afford some explanation 
of the existing malaise of the money market. 


J. W. Cross. 
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THE PROBLEM OF HOME LIFE 
IN SOUTH AFRICA 


There is probably no question of greater political importance to the 
Imperial destinies of South Africa than that connected with the 
creation of those economic and political conditions which permit of 
the establishment of a permanent ‘ home life,’ especially near to or 
wnthin those centres of industrial activity where both skilled and 
unskilled labour are most required. 

It has been said, not altogether without some justification, that 
the discovery of the rich goldfields of the Witwatersrand has been 
largely responsible for the destruction of home life and for the intro¬ 
duction of those restless and speculative conditions of life which have 
been so disturbing and detrimental to its settled and satisfactory 
existence. 

Paul Kruger used to taunf the Uitlander delegates for the 
franchise, and others coming to him on similar missions, by saying 
that the Uitlanders only came to the Transvaal to take out the 
gold, and that when satisfied they would leave the country and 
proceed to disgorge themselves in the capitals of Europe, and 
would, in fact, never be content, as the Boers were, to make their 
permanent home in the land. I would ask : Is this not very largely 
still the case ? 

Those who have carefully studied the economic conditions of the 
Transvaal, even as they exist to-day after numerous and enlightened 
endeavours to improve them, especially by the adoption of a pro¬ 
gressive railway policy, do not deny that there^is still a very great 
deal to be skccomplished before the self-respecting, educated, and 
intelligent artisan, business or professional man, will be content to 
call the Transvaal his ‘ Home' in the same sense and true patriotic 
spirit that the Boer is content to regard it. 

It is true that a certain comparatively small number of men with 
more or dess independent means and imbued with strong political 
ambitions and the love of power, here and there also possibly genuinely 
infused with the spirit of Imperialism, will decide to settle down in 
the country when the Transvaal actually possesses Responsible 
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Govemmeijt, with a Constitution such as permits of the Government 
of the country being conducted without any undue interference from 
Downing Street. 

In the best interests of the country it is undeniable that it is most 
desirable that the legislators to be elected to the Transvaal House of 
Representatives should be selected, not only from those possessed 
of large independent fortunes, but also from those representative of 
kbour, not of the working-man element only, but also that of mental 
labour as represented by the professions, the commercial and trade 
interests of the country. 

All those resident in the Transvaal who now so impatiently await 
the advent of Responsible Government are puzzling out answers to 
this complicated position— i.e. a fair representation of the interests 
of the country in the face of a still abnormal cost of living. They, 
like mys^f, look forward with somewhat grim anticipation to the 
results which may obtain when Responsible Government is an achieved 
fact, unless it be made possible for self-respecting emigrants from 
Great Britain and elsewhere—-not the waste products, physically and 
morally, of the w'orld—^to make their permanent home in the Transvaal 
in like manner to the Boer. 

The steadily increasing population of the country which should 
finally result in such a reduction of the cost of living as to permit of 
others besides Boers, natives, and Asiatics making their permanent 
home life in the Transvaal, can only be brought about when at least 
some of the prime necessities of life are produced within it. If it 
cannot be the loaf factor, which is probably the case, it most certainly 
can be meat, and it is only a question of a plentiful supply of cheap 
unskilled labour to make it possible to manufacture articles from iron, 
steel, copper, tin, earthenware, and other mineral products in which 
the Transvaal abounds, together with a cheap and excellent supply 
of coal; also articles from wool, cotton, and leather. 

This terribly hard political nut can only be cracked by those 
who can solve the labour question. There are about one million 
whites or Europeans resident in all the South African States 
and Protectorates included in the Empire, and about five to six 
niillion natives or aboriginal inhabitants of South Africa, and a few 
hundred thousand. Asiatics, Chinese, British Indian coolies, and 
Malays resident on a land area equal to one million, square miles. 
According to a return issued by the Native Affairs Depart¬ 
ment of the Transvaal, as will be seen from the following state¬ 
ment, there are some 94,000 natives employed principally under¬ 
ground in the mining industries of the Transvaal, and 84,000 in 
other employments—^that is, in domestic service, on the agricultural 
lands, municipal, railway, and other works—making ’ a total • of 
178,000. 
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Tbrbitowal Analysis of Natives Holdinq Passfoets in LaboWb Disteicts. 

V 

31si of March, 1906. • 


Terjltory • 


Minas 

and 

Works 

other 

Employers 

Total 

Basutoland . 

• • • 

3,601 

6,103 

9,694 

British Bechuanaland , . 

• • • 

1,182 

• 1,426 

2,608 

British Ceifbral Africa 

• « • 

2,566 

294 

2,849 

Capo Colony 

« •• • 

8,431 

18,390 

26,821 

Natal and Zululand 


3,257 

14,092 

17,349 

Orange River Colony 


850- 

6,038 

6,388 

East Coast I ._ 


66,352 


_ 

Mozambique [ 'ip 
Quilimane J Temtory 

• • • 

» * • 

2,355 

878 

6,164 

65,739 

Rhodesia .... 

• • • 

3,396 

949 

4,345 

Swaziland .... 


1,0.34 

1,600 

2,634 

Transvaal .... 


10,844 

30,058 

40,902 

Damaraland 

• « • 

602 

21 

523 

Others .... 

• • « 

164 

362 

626 

Total . 

• 

94,801 

84,677 

179,378 


Native Affairs Department, 
of April 1906. 


More than half this number is derived from Portuguese territory, 
and in what hereafter follows this fact should be steadily remem¬ 
bered, seeing that it means that all wages saved by this foreign 
labour contingent must be taken out of British possessions, much in 
the same manner that a proportion of saved earnings of a similar 
number of Chinese coolies is taken out of the country. 

The greatest misfortune of all, however, is the fact that the 
whole of this immense army of labour, amounting to at least a quarter 
of a million able-bodied men if the white skilled labour is also included, 
must very largely for months and even years live a totally unnatural 
existence, cut off from all home hfc. 

It was with the intention of quickly resuscitating the mining 
industry of the Transvaal after the war, upon the prosperity of which 
the whole of South Africa mainly depends, that it was found im¬ 
perative to import additional unskilled labour, and apparently it was 
from the northern districts of China only from which labour physically 
fit and acclimatised to South African conditions could be imported 
in sufficient quantity. 

During the war the native labour contingent had got more or less 
out of hajid, demoralised by good pay, and so independent that it 
was evident that something would have to be done to demonstrate 
to the native mind that it ffid not hold the mining industry and the 
, prosperity of South Africa generally in the grip of its black palm. In 
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settlement of an ever-increasing native population who could make 
their homes and live their lives near to the centres of industry. 


Return Bhowhto Inobbasb and Wastage Among Natives Employed on 

Mines and Works and by Other Employers in Labour Distbiots. 

. • 

31a< of March 1906. 


t • 

Mines 

anil 

■Works. 

• other 
Employers 

Total 

Initial Registrations .... 

8,643 

9,495 

18,038 

Deserters recovered .... 

165 

, 124 

279 

Transfers from other labour districts . 

1,267 

2,113 

3,380 

Total inorease .... 

9,966 

11,732 

21,697 

Died. 

296 

33 

329 

Deserted . 

699 

416 

1.1151 

Transfers to other labour districts 

1,233 

3,242 1 

4,476 ^ 

Transfers to other parts .... 

399 

997 I 

1.396 

Returned home. 

6,259 

7,601 

13,760 ' 

Total wastage .... 

8,886 

12,189 

21,076 

Net incroase .... 

— 

i 

1 

622 


Those mines on the Rand which to-day employ Kafl&rs only, and 
have always held the reputation amongst the natives of being well 
fed and well housed and not too much worried or overseered, find 
little difficulty in maintaining the requisite number, and many 
‘ boys ’ have been even known to remain for years without even 
returning to Jheir kraals. It is therefore somewhat absurd to 
argue that natives cannot stand the winter seasons, provided always 
that their women and children are well housed and gradually accli¬ 
matised. The ancient ruined kraals seen in all the surrounding 
districts are sufficient evidence also that the Kaffir can live in these 
districts. Surely the settlement of a few thousand families could at 
least be given a trial by the mining companies giving to the natives 
fairly watered aijid arable lands, which are now lying idle, and 
letting them enter into fiiw-l possession after remaining in service 
for a term of ^ years, always on the conditions that such lands 
could not be sold or transferred and might be forfeited for mis¬ 
behaviour, and were not so situated as to depreciate the value of 
other ground. 

A large, permanently resident native population,within fair walking 
or branch railway or electric tram communication with the mines 
and other works, would largely add to the prosperity of the country, 
seeing that the wages of over 50,000 natives is under present condi- 
^tions largely expended in Portuguese territory. 

VoL. LX—No. 354 
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In the past Boer farmers and others on private lands were able 
to hold out sufficient inducement to natives to come and squat on 
them on condition that they lived rent-free and gave part of their 
labour and crops to the owner of the farm; surely then the mines 
could hold out even far more tempting indncemen^s. 

Under such conditions we should finally possess a permanent 
native (Kaffir) mining community on the Rand, whose ofispring in 
males could, whilst’ young, help in the sorting .of the oi^p, as is done 
by the miners’ sons in the German ore-dressing establishments, whilst 
the females could be educated to become useful and reasonably paid 
domestic servants, the want of which now makes the ‘ home life ’ for 
the white labourer’s wife such a heartbreaking occupation. It is, 
after all, the woman more than the man who helps to build up the 
‘ home life,’ and where she cannot be the country is lost. It must 
also be borne in mind that it is reasonable to assume that instead of 
employing some 10,000 house-boys as domestic servants, their place 
would be taken by an equal number of women, and consequently 
liberate this number of house ‘ boys ’ for work upon lands now 
lying idle. 

I have no doubt that had all the immense amount of money and 
trouble which has been expended by the Witwatersrand Native 
Labour Association been applied to settling natives near to the 
mining centres, we should by this time not have been at political 
loggerheads with the most powerful of Liberal Governments over 
the question of Cliinesc indentured labour, and all the malodorous 
questions which such an experiment of necessity involves. 

Black, white, and yellow men are all alike in one respect, and 
it is precisely that one which so greatly helps to build up a nation as 
it builds up a family—^namely, the love of the land of your birth and 
home, one of the strongest instincts of animal life. Anything more 
uneconomic and unnatural than to be always shifting your labour, 
white, black, and yellow, backwards and forwards from the ‘ home 
life ’ instead of practically breeding it on the spot where it is most 
required can hardly be imagined. 

Let me again quote from the report of the South African Native 

Aftairs Commission; ^ 

* 

They (the natives) are attached to their homes, and even when they go away 
to labour-centres to earn money, prefer in general to do so for short periods 
and then to return and look after the interests of the family and the welfare of 
the stock, participate in the sociable joys of beer gatherings, and superintend 
the ploughing for the coming year. So long as it is impossible for the native to 
marry and make his home, return nightly to his family and live comfortably 
near the great centres of labour, so long will there be the yearning to return 
frequently to his distant home, and so long will the flow of labour be impeded 
by this really amiable trait in his chwacter. 

The Commission has visited and inspected several municipal locations, and 
records its opinion that in some respects their condition leaves much to W 



1906 HOME LIFE IN SOUTH AFRICA 261 

• 

desired. The natives who reside in or frequent these locations are in the main 
working people. As such there is every reason^why they should be encouraged 
to stay as useful members of the community. The tendency of inadequate 
’accommodation is to make them dissatisfied and restless ; the standard of 
comfort is low, and they are liable to be overcrowded and ovoroharged. 

The object should be to afford those who desire it the opportunity of acquiring 
in their own right holdings for residential purposes within these locations, and, 
wHh or without this, encouragement to make, and security for, improvements. 

In establishing these locations easy access to the place where the natives go 
to work shoiild be kept in view. Hie charges necessary to be borne by the 
natives, in the way of rent, &o., and railway fares, should be as low as possible.* 
The Ckimmission thinks that the charges at present imposed are in some oases 
too high, and although a substantial revenue may thereby accrue to municipal 
treasuries and railway departments, they ultimately fall on the employers, who 
have to pay correspondingly high wages. 

These locations should not be made a refuge for surplus or idle natives, for 
whose labour there is no local demand or who will not work, and power to expel 
such natives from the location ap^ from the entire urban area should bo vested 
in the local authority, who should receive the full support of Government in this 
work. 

In view of the undoubted fact that the gold-mining industry is 
the backbone of South Africa, upon which the port towns of Durban, 
East London, Port Elizabeth, and Cape Town very largely depend 
for their respective revenues, this phase of the labour question becomes 
one of inter-State importance ; and upon its right solution the final 
federation or unification of the South African States mainly depends. 
It should therefore be promptly dealt with by a special commission 
of the Intercolonial Council, or possibly by a Royal Commission, as 
it is so largely Imperial. If neeessary, the respective Governors 
might, as is now the case with i;he Governor of Natal, have it within 
their power to call upon the native chiefs in South Africa to supply 
proportionatoly the 200,000 natives required by the mining industry. 

At the present time some 60 per cent, of the white labour supply 
for the mining industry is obtained from Portuguese territory, and 
apparently Natal, which possesses the necessary population, pro¬ 
hibits its use by the Transvaal, and prefers, whilst in an almost bank¬ 
rupt state, to collect a petty hut tax and involve itself in a native 
war, rather than give to the Transvaal the labour which would save 
it from bankruptcy. The native war in Natal costs that unhappy 
colony far more in a few months’ time than is collected from the 
natives in a vjhole year, owing to its insistence on an unpopular form 
of taxation. In the report of the South African Native Affairs Com¬ 
mission it states : 

There are in Natal more natives living on private lands than on the locations 
and mission reserves combined. The figures show 421,080 natives on private 
farms and 266,603 natives on locations and mission reserves. Natives on private 
farms pay annual rents varying from 11. to 51., and in some cases more. A large 
number render service in lieu of rent. They pay to Government in addition a 
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hut tax of Me. per hut per annum. A great number of natives live on lands 
owned by a^entee landlords, for which they pay rent. 

Crown lands in Natal are occupied by natives who arc subject to certain 
conditions of occupation and have now to pay 21. per annum in addition to hut 
tax. The payment of rent by natives occupying Crown lands has not been 
extended to the province of Zululand, on the ground that the land question in 
that province is still a subject of consideration. » 

In all this there is much which, read between the lines, gives us 
pause for serious reflection. The sympathy of certain Zulu chiefs 
‘with the rebel natives of Natal can easily be Appreciated, and Natal 
might at the present juncture with «,dvantage pay serious attention 
to its own economic position and try, say, to obtain a portion of 
the money paid for wages to the Kafiflr which is now pouring into 
Portuguese pockets. 

In the Transvaal By-law No. 4,1885, which has not been repealed, 
the State President was constituted paramount chief over all chiefs 
and natives in the Republic. He was empowered further, with the 
advice and consent of the Executive Council, to make and frame 
regulations for the administration of the law. These powers are now 
exercised by the Lieutenant-Governor in Council. In Southern 
Rhodesia the Administrator in Council exercises over natives all 
political power and authority. The powers given in the two latter 
cases are in many points analogous and similar to those conferred on 
the Governor of Natal as supreme chief; if anything, they are more 
extensive and comprehensive, but the authority is not given in either 
case to enforce compulsory labour, which is given to the Governor oj 
Natal. 

In this connection the Native Affairs Commission states that 

the Commission does not recommend abrogation of the special powers which 
have been described, but in respect of the self-governing colonies or possessions 
as they becojpo self-governing, it feels that such powers should be regulated in 
Parliamentary enactment, and that the responsibility of their application 
should rest under constitutional usage with the Ministry of the day responsible 
in all its actions to the local Legislature. 

I cannot too strongly urge upon all those who are interested in 
South African affairs, and especially those dealing with the labour 
question, to carefully read and digest the report of the Commission 
appointed to sit upon the native affairs of South Africa, of which 
Sir Godfrey Lagden, Commissioner of Native Affairs in the Transvaal, 
was the chairman. 

It too often happens that in the excitement of political con¬ 
troversy, these carefully prepared Government reports resulting from 
the examination of hundreds of witnesses, all having some special 
knowledge of native questions, and finally drafted by some of the 
most experienced, are either overlooked or ignored. 

From all that I have said I do not wish it to be understood that 
1 contend that the Chinese indentured labour was a mistake or un- 
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necessary, nor would I even advocate its dismissal on the termination 
of the present contract agreements, as I* consider ib is essential to 
maintain such unskilled labour competition. I am,.however, inclined 
to believe that it will be best for the Transvaal not to import more 
Chinese until some serious effort has been made to induce natives 
to reside with their families in ever-increasing numbers in or near 
to the industrial mining centres. 

This unskilled labour question for the Transvaal should not be 
made a pari^ questiofi but should appeal to all sides of the House' 
as the only natural solution of what has hitherto proved an almost 
insoluble problem. With the assistance of a strong sympathetic 
Government working together with what might be a loyal and con¬ 
tented people in the Transvaal I am certain that such a scheme 
as I have suggested could gradually be matured, 

Edgar P. Rathbone. 
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INDIA AND THE NEW PARLIAMENT 


The Royal visit that has just terminated has probably created a 
keener interest tn the people of India than has been the case at any 
other period of the history of her connection with England. It 
seems also to have quickened the sens^ of duty towards India which 
lay dormant among the bulk of the nation. This awakening is best 
evidenced by the attitude of the new House of Commons towards 
questions affecting India. Hitherto the humour of the general pubhc 
has been reflected in the appearance of the House on the occasion 
of a debate on the Indian Budget, by the languid proceedings and 
the empty benches. If the present interest is of a permanent and 
abiding character it furnishes a hopeful augury for the future, for, 
after all, in the words of the late Viceroy, ‘ the British Parliament 
is the ultimate custodian of the rights and hberties of India.’ The 
difficulty, however, of obtaining an insight into the inner thoughts 
and sentiments of the people leads to a slackening of purpose to keep 
in touch with their needs and requirements, and ends with the feehng 
that having entrusted the government of her great dependency to 
a body of experts, England might regard any further responsibility 
with an easy conscience. To the minds of many it stiU presents 
the picture of an easy-going coimtry, run on fixed, generally unalter¬ 
able hnes—^the land of pageants and the home of durbars—the bulk 
of whose people, untouched by the changes in the conception of the 
thinking classes occasioned by the contact of two civilisations—one 
old and stationary, the other young, active, and utihtarian—bow 
^own before the British official as the amtar of progress and prosperity. 
Unfortunately the picture is not altogether complete; behind the 
stately shows stands a mass of humanity, ignorant, half-starved, 
and iU-clothed, eldng out a meagre hving from the soil, whose yielding 
moods depend on the vagaries of Nature. To them, no doubt, the 
acts of Governments and the merits of their rulers, and the many 
questions 'which agitate the minds of their betters, convey little or 
no meaning. But this apathy or indifierence, bom of poverty and 
ignorance, is hardly predicable of all the lower strata of the Indian 
population. However narrow the horizon, the interest of a large 
majority in outside aflairs is keen. Current events of the village. 
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town, or district are discussed, often ;vith intelligence, always with 
acuteness; and many of the local incidents frequently become the 
subject of ballads in which the Indian magnate and the British official 
are equally held up to ridicule for their different, idiosyncrasies, to 
the amusement of the village gossips. 

Seventy years of English education and the gradual diffusion of 
Western knowledge have ’created among the more prosperous classes 
a perception of the responsibihties and obligations of Government, 
and awakened in them a sense of their rights.. However difficult 
this may ma^e the wotk of administration, it is hardly possible, even' 
if it were expedient, to alter the current of progress. The great 
intellectual uprise among the educated secdojjs due to the impact 
of West and East naturally reacts on the masses. And the spirit 
of collectivism and organisation which has given birth to so many 
political and semi-political institutions exercises its legitimate in¬ 
fluence, The whole continent, with the exception, perhaps, of tracts 
inhabited by backward communities, is thus in a state of expecta¬ 
tion, eager for development. 

In view of the altered conditions it seems essential for the welfare 
of both countries to maintain a permanency of interest in Parliament 
and among the public in matters affecting India, and to appreciate 
so far as possible not only the needs and requirements of the people, but 
also the aims and aspirations of the literate classes. And one may 
look to the Indian Parhamentary Committee for help towards edu¬ 
cating public opinion on Indian affairs. I may be permitted, however, 
to observe that it would detract from its influence and usefulness 
if the Committee were to allow itself to become the mouthpiece of 
any particular section or class. Eor it cannot be too often impressed 
that India is not a homogeneous country inhabited by one race, pro¬ 
fessing one fajth, speaking one language, and animated by one set 
of ideals. Owing to the unevenness of progress and the unequal 
diffusion of English education, some are less articulate than others 
in giving expression to their feeUngs and ideas. Leaving out of 
consideration the Christiana and Parsis, who are comparat^ely few in 
number, two great communities, roughly speaking, are in possession 
of the country. In most instances their interests run on identical 
lines; in some they diverge. In these cases it is the duty of the 
statesman to reconcile cojjflicting aims and aspirations, to infuse 
harmony amoi^ discordant elements, to keep in* view the ultimate 
fusion of two peoples destined to live side by side. To override the 
claims of either, to allow the voice of the majority to stifle that of 
the minority, would be a mistake. English education, instead of 
drawing together the races of India, has unfortunately drifted them 
apart, and rendered the task of government much more difficult. 

No doubt it is hard for an English official, however able and 
8}uupathetic, to ascertain the feelings of the masses, or look at things 
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from the popular point of view so essential to a correct perspective. 
And the most successful administrator is forced to admit a certain 
inability to gauge the ideai of even the higher classes. Differences of 
language, manners, and customs are acknowledged barriers to com.'- 
munity of thought and social intercourse. The spread of English 
education has made no difference, and after a hundred and fifty years 
of rule in the province first acquired by the British, the gulf that 
divides the rulers and the ruled is as impassable as ever. Whilst 
much is expected &om the fresh awakening of interest in England, 
no thinking Indian believes that the transfer*^ of the reins of office 
from one party to another would appreciably affect the general course 
of policy towards India. The commanding personality of a par¬ 
ticular Minister may to some extent lighten the pressure of official 
traditions, but the atmosphere remains charged with preconceived 
theories of racial inequality and the imwisdom of relaxing the bonds 
of tutelage, whilst the Elder Statesmen view with ill-concealed 
apprehension any change in the direction of liberalisation. 

In grappling, then, with the problems of Indian administration, 
some essential facts should be borne in mind: the divergence in certain 
cases between the respective interests of the great Indian nationalities, 
the growth of nationalism of a somewhat exclusive character in one, 
the material decadence and political inarticulateness of the other, 
and the rise of a comparatively new and important factor independent 
of either. 

Few observers can have failed to notice the preponderant influence 
which within recent years the non-official European community 
has acquired over the counsels of the Indian Government. Twenty 
years ago the opinions of the British Indian Association, the Central 
Mahomedan Association, and similar bodies in other parts of India 
were regarded as important auxiliaries to official sources of informa¬ 
tion. To-day that position is occupied by the Chambers of Commerce. 
The views of the Bengal Chamber of Commerce, for instance, are 
received with marked deference; the highest functionaries attend 
its banquets and expatiate on those occasions on Imperial policy; 
and each president, on the termination of his service in the Supreme 
Council, is honoured with a knighthood. The Chamber, guided by 
^le leaders, is no doubt a source of strength to the Government; 
its pronouncements on public questions are generally characterised 
by breadth of vision and foresight. But instances are not wanting 
when its views have been distinctly out of harmony with the feelings 
of large sections of the Indian people. 

Hindu nationalism is at present running in two channels, which 
it is not at all unlikely might, imder stress of circumstances, coalesce 
at any moment. The Bharata Dharma Mandal, a purely indigenous 
growth, the outcome of genuine Hinduism, proclaims for its object ‘ the 
regeneration of India’ on strictly orthodox and conservative lines. 
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The significance of this movemenf be understood ir(Mn the fact^ 
that almost without exception the i^ing Hindu chiefs, tlie 
gurus, the Mahants of the great temples, and the leading priests of 
the Sikhs, are said to be its ‘ warm supporters.’ ‘The Calcutta English¬ 
man sees in the Bharata Dharma Mandal a counterpoise to the National 
Congress. ‘ The innafe conservatism of the country,’ it adds, ‘ when 
organised as it is being organised in this thoroughly representative 
Association, will undoubtedly be a great social and political power.’ 
So it may': what tjie ultimate tendency will be* remains to be seen. . 

The National Congress, on the other hand, owes its origination to an 
Anglo-Indian official long retired from the public service. It is the 
exponent of the aims and aspirations that hhve come into being under 
the influence of Western education. The chief objection on the part 
of the Mahomedans to make common cause with ‘the National 
Congress ’ is based on the conviction that tied to the wheels of the 
Juggernauth of majority they would in the end be crushed out of the 
semblance of nationality. 

Whilst the non-official Anglo-Indian and the Hindu communities 
possess powerful institutions for safeguarding their rights and privileges 
and asserting their claims to consideration and fair play, the Indian 
Mussulmans are suffering acutely from political inanition. Material 
decadence and general want of touch with modem thought have 
brought about a deplorable state of disintegration. The associations 
that exist in different parts of the country possess no solidarity and 
display no conception of the essential requirements of the community. 
There is no concerted action to prevent the further decline of their 
people, to promote their advanlbement, to place before Government 
their considered views on public mattere, or to’obtain relief from the 
mischiefs arising from the misunderstanding of their laws and customs. 

To find one nationality not pressing its claims to an equal recognition 
of its rights is undoubtedly an advantage; it saves embarrassment. 
Thus, generally speaking, the Mussulman, whilst he is patted on the 
back for holding aloof from what is called ‘ political agitation,’ and 
told to apply himself like a good boy to his books, when it comes 
to practical treatment is relegated to the cold shade of neglect. Official 
statistics show that in Upper India the proportion of Mahomedans 
receiving education is greater than that of their Hindu fellow-subjects. 
In the other province? they have admittedly made great progress. 
And yet in .the matter of pubhe employment or official recognition 
they are as unfavourably sitxiated as ever. The reason is simple— 
they have no political influence, and cannot make their voice properly 
heard in the council-chamber or office-room. 

It must not be supposed, however, that the Mussulmans are 
devoid of the political instinct or oblivious of the value of collective 
action. They note as keenly as any other people the signs of the 
times. And in this lies the seriousness of the situation. In the 
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abapuoe of a recognised organisalion, capable of expressing freely 
and openly thp sentiments and opinions of tbe Mahomedans as a 
body, tbe feebngs of tbe masses are bkely to tabe a wrong shape 
and find outlet tbrotlgb unregulated channels. Lord Ampthill, in 
bis reply to a valedictory address from tbe Mussulmans of Madras, 
told them in so many words that as a people they were ‘ not pushing 
enough.’ ‘ I think,’ be went on to say, ‘ that it is* your greatest 
fault, and it is also one of your greatest virtues. Most of you are in 
many respects, most rbspects, far too modest. You do not push 
yourselves enough, you do not ask enough, and you do not show 
yourselves forward enough.’ ‘ Pushfulness, to use a newly coined 
phrase,’ he added, ‘ can become a fault if it is carried to extremes. 
But this is an age when everybody is on the alert and active, and 
it does not do for the Mahomedan community to remain in the 
background or to keep silence.’ Here is the best advice for unity of 
action and purpose.^ 

Whilst each nationality has its special interests and special points of 
view, there are many questions on which the unanimity is singular and 
noteworthy. One of these is the relation inter se of the two divisions 
of the Civil Administration, the Judicial and the Executive. 

A contest similar to the one recently settled by the new Government 
in favour of the supremacy of the civil power has existed for years 
past between these two branches of the public service, in which one 
has been gaming in prestige and authority to the detriment of the other. 

The admimstration of justice in India supphes to British rule 
an incontestable claim to the loyalty of the people ; any pohey likely 
to detract from the status of the j'adiciary damages the credit of 
the Government. Instead of maintaining intact its prestige, the 
tendency, however, has been in the contrary direction. Formerly 
the district judge occupied a position of pre-eminence in .his district. 
To-day he is completely obscured by the executive' officer. In tlie 
Mofussil, as the tract outside the presidency towns is called, the 
subordinate judicial officers scarcely receive, according to their account, 
anything like the consideration extended to their executive brethren. 
In the superior courts the salary of the judges ^ has been reduced 
and their precedence in the official hierarchy lowered, whilst, with 
the Evident object of impressing the Indian public, no measure has 
been neglected to exalt the dignity of the Executive. 

Of the courts in India established by Royal Charter the only one 

' It may be said that I have overlooked the educational activity of tbe Maho- 
medans of the North-West. Far be it from me to discount the life that stirs there or 
in Bengal. But it is my firm conviction that the community which fails to grasp the 
political situation or lacks the vigour or ‘ pushfulness' to claim its constitutional 
rights must, in the long-run, go to the wall. 

‘ 13 Geo. III. cap. oxiii. fixed the pay of a puisne judge of the Supreme Court of 
Judicature at Fort William, in Bengal, at 6,0002. a year; it was reduced later on to 
5,0002.; now it is barely 3,2002.1 
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which is not subordinate to the PAvindal Govenunent is thej;Hi^h 
Court of Judicature in Bengal; and ^its independency has been a 
fruitful source of friction, but the attempts to curtail its jurisdiction 
have so far been frustrated by the force of pubhc opinion. The 
mischievous consequences of any tampering with the powers of the 
superior courts^ are obyious, and are appreciated by no pubhc body 
more than the Anglo-Indian Chambers of Commerce and the Trades 
Associations, whose plain-spoken utterances have been invaluable to 
the publip interesti^. 

This brings me to another of the subjects on which there seems 
to be absolute agreement. One of the anomahes of British administra¬ 
tion in India is the combination, even in advanced tracts, in one and 
the same individual of two distinctly contradictory jurisdictions— 
the Executive and Judicial. In some parts of the country it is to the 
advantage of the people that the executive of&cer should also exercise 
the functions of a judge, but in provinces hke Bengal, Madras, Bombay, 
the United Provinces, md parts of the Punjab, the system is not only 
out of harmony with the spirit of the times, but mischievous and 
irritating, unfair to the officers themselves, and occasioning great 
hardships to suitors. Apart from the question whether it is right in 
principle to give to the magistrate who is charged with the preservation 
of peace and security in a particular locality the power of deciding 
criminal cases, or to the revenue collector the determination of 
revenue disputes between the subject and the Crown, there is the 
further consideration—does not the s)^tem interfere with the efficient 
discharge of either function ? 

I will give just one instancS of how harshly the combination of 
the two powers in one and the same person works in practice. A 
criminal case was fixed for trial at the chief town of the district (the 
Sudder station) on a particular day before the principal magistrate. 
The defendant duly appeared, but found to his dismay the official 
had left on tour, fixing the case for another day at another place at 
a considerable distance from the Sudder station. The defendant 
proceeded to the latter place, only to find that the magistrate had 
moved on to another camp. This time the defendant could not put 
in an appearance on the day fixed, and a warrant was issued for his 
arrest. On an application to the High Court the case was trans¬ 
ferred for trial by another officer at the Spdder station. In his 
explanationrthe magistrate submitted that in discharge of his executive 
duties he had to move about the district. His court was thus as 
ambulatory as his office ! 

In this connection the question may appropriately be asked, 
would it not be in the public interest to do away entirely with the 
judicial powers of the Divisional Commissioners and the Boards of 
Revenue in questions arising under the revenue laws, and leave 
these to the decision of the ordinary courts of justice ? 
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A wider application of the principles of local self-government, a 
larger recognition of the eligibi,lity of Indians for the higher branches 
of State service, the expediency of opening the Ihdian Army as a 
profession to the sons of the Indian gentry, and of ‘ settling,’ to use 
the words of a learned Hindu judge, ‘the judicial administration 
of the country on the sounder basis of the consent and. approbation of 
the people to whom the law is administered ’ “—are questions which 
must sooner or later engage the serious attention of the statesmen into 
whose hands the destinies of India are confided. • » 

The management of local affairs by .the people themselves is not 
a British introduction in India. It has been in existence from early 
times, and was in force under the Mahomedan rulers to a far greater 
extent than English writers are apt to suppose. Municipal govern¬ 
ment, even in England, is attended with mistakes ; in India they were 
to be expected. A sympathetic, tactful, and at the same time firm 
treatment would, instead of marking failure, have led to success. 
It would have made the respectable sections understand the responsi¬ 
bilities of trust, imparted self-reliance, and trained them to a larger 
perception of duty as citizens of a great Empire. 

It has been sometimes asserted that Indians are unfit for certain 
offices, and that in certain positions they would not receive the same 
obedience or deference as EngUshmen. This is partly a survival of 
the old idea which led the East India Company, at the commence¬ 
ment of its rule, to exclude Indians from all share in the Government 
of the country. Since those days the conception of inequality has 
become considerably modified. The fitness of Indians for the highest 
judicial appointments is acknowledged. As regards the inabihty of 
members of the virile races of India to command obedience or exact 
deference, the facts of history disprove the selfish theory. Only this 
must be remembered; in every coimtry the amount of respect shown 
to an officer depends upon the consideration in which he is held by 
his superiors, for the people take him at Government valuation. 

What is the reason which closes the Indian Army, as a profession, 
to the sons of the Indian gentry ? The formation of the Imperial 
Cadet Corps has been rightly treated as a wise piece of statesmanship. 
It has supplied the scions of princely families with the means not only 
of lea^ng the value of discipline, but also of indulging a natural 
taste for pomp and pageantry. The proferaiohs of law and medicine 
are becoming more and more crowded; trade and commerce among 
the nationahties which possess no conameicial aptitude are uncon¬ 
genial pursuits. In former days much of the energy and activity of 
the higher classes found occupation and emplojrment in a mihtary 
career. British policy, by debarring, as a rule, the sons of gentle¬ 
men from makin g the army a profession excepting through thd ranks, 
is slowly emasculating the virile races of India; instead of making their 
’ Mr. Justice Mitra in the Law Quarterly Review, Januat; 1906. 
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military predilections a source of strength, it is driving them into 
unworthy and unhealthy, not to say 'dangerous, channels. If after 
one hundred and fifty years’ dominance the British Government 
cannot open the army as a profession to properly selected members of 
good famihes, it implies a stupendous confession of weakness. 

The strength of a (Government consists not only in the confidence 
of the people in the purity of judicial administration, but also in its 
efficiency. The British Government, at the very commencement,of 
its ascendency in India, assured to the inhabitants by a solemn Act 
of Parliament the full enjoyment of their laws, customs, and privileges. 
The preamble to 21 Geo. III. cap. 70 contains one of the most 
important declarations of policy, the faithful observance of which is 
the keystone to the whole fabric of the Indian Empire of England. 

After reciting that owing to the ‘ doubts and difficulties which 
had arisen concerning the true intent and meaning of certain clauses 
and provisions ’ of the previous Act (13 Geo. III.), the minds of 
many inhabitants subject to the Governor-General in Council ‘ have 
been disquieted with fears and apprehensions, and further mischiefs 
may possibly arise from the said misunderstandings and discontents 
if a reasonable and suitable remedy be not provided; and whereas it 
is expedient . . . that the inhabitants should be maintained and 
protected in the enjoyment of all their ancient laws, usages, rights, 
and privileges,’ it proceeded to enact that all actions and suits in the 
Supreme Court of Judicature at Fort William, in Bengal, ‘ in the case 
of Mahomedans shall be determined by the laws and usages of 
Mahomedans, and in the case of' Gentus by the laws and usages of 
the Gentus.’ 

This principle, in a somewhat amplified form, was extended by 
37 Geo. Ill.^cap. ii. to the Supreme Courts of Madras and Bombay. 
And in 1793 the local Legislature made the rule applicable to the 
Mofussil of the Bengal Presidency.'* 

Sir Roland Wilson, in the January number of this Review, criti¬ 
cising an article of mine entitled ‘ An Indian Retrospect and Some 
Comments,’ ^ has made the following somewhat extraordinary observa¬ 
tion : ‘ In truth, the whole question of administering Mahomedan 
law in British India is purely one of pubUc policy. The Government 
is absolutely imhampered by anything in the i^ature of a pledge on 
the subject.’ ^ I am afraid the provisions of the statutes to which I 
have referred must have escaped his notice. The people of India 
justly regard these repeated declarations of the Legislature as a 
binding pledge, securing to them the absolute enjoyment of their 
laws and customs, so long as they were not opposed to any positive 
enactment or pubhc morality. It must be a surprise to them to be 
told by an eminent theoretical lawyer of Sir Roland Wilson’s standing 
that the pledge is no pledge. 

♦ Eeg. IV. of 1793, b. 16. 


* Nineteenth Century and After, Ootolier 1906. 
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Whatever, may have been the demerits of the East India Company, 
thus much stands to its cre(iit, that it loyally endeavoured to give 
efEect to the policy of the Legislature. It supplied to the courts of 
justice the best available means for the ascertainment of the laws 
and usages they had to administer. Hindu and Mahomedan law 
officers were attached to every court, whose duty ii was to explain 
to the judge, whenever called upon to do so, the law applicable to 
the particular case. ' One instance will show the remarkable care 
with which the law was administered in the Supreme Court of 
Bengal. In a case of wakf, tried in 1839 before Eyan, C.J., and 
two other judges, the law officers were required to give their opinion 
on certain questions propounded by the court, with full references to 
the authorities and the texts on which they based their answers; 
those texts were then compared and translated by the sworn inter¬ 
preters of the court and submitted to the judges, who based their 
conclusion not only on the opinions of the law officers, but also on the 
original texts. 

The system continued in force for some years after the Crown 
assumed the sovereignty of India. But with the establishment of the 
High Courts a change came over the spirit of the administration. 
The law officers were abolished in 1864, and from that time every 
English judge has tried to ascertain the ‘ laws and usages ’ of the 
people as best he could. It is not for me to say how the Hindu law 
has been administered since the abolition of the learned pundits who 
assisted the courts with their legal expositions (Vyvashtas). But it 
will be generally admitted that the Hindu community has always 
occupied a singularly fortunate position in this respect. Works on 
Hindu law were rendered into English at a very early stage of the 
British rule ; and Hindu judges have presided in the superior courts 
for a long time past. Unfortunately the Mahomedans have not 
possessed the same advantages. In Algeria, the French Government, 
so soon as it acquired the country, set itself to the task of having the 
most authoritative works on Mahomedan law in force in Northern 
Africa translated, under official authority, into French. Even the 
Dutch in Java have pursued the same course. And the translations 
by Perron and Du Berg are standing monuments, not only of patient 
industry, but also oi deep interest and generosity on the part of the 
respective Governments. 

Of the i^mumerable works on the law in force among the Indian 
Mahomedans, only one old recondite treatise, the Heddya, was in, 
the time of Warren Hastings, translated into English from a Persian 
rendering. Many of its doctrines, or rather expositions, are long since 
exploded, for the laws of the Mussulmans have undergone the same 
process of development as every other system of jurisprudence; 
and yet they are regarded by non-Moslem writers as binding rules. 
Mahomedan law, it must not be forgotten, is a vast and difficult 
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science; to oompreliend its principles, it^ is necessary to have some con¬ 
ception of the rules of exegesis recognised by Musstdman jurists, and 
to follow its course of development so as to distinguish between the 
obsolete doctrines and those now in force—for although the primary 
rules are to be^found in the Koran, or in the sayings and the acts of 
the Arabian Prophet, the grand superstructure of Mussulman juris¬ 
prudence is built on the interpretation and expositions of successive 
jurists aiyi lawyer^ of acknowledged authority. 

Until a few years ago the translation of the Hed/iya and two or 
three non-official compilations by men who were not lawyers themselves, 
formed the sole stock of Mussulman law'in the English language. 
Under such circumstances, with the disappearance of the law officers, 
the inquiry into Mahomedan law and usages became a task of 
unusual difficulty, and its principles began to be interpreted with the 
gloss of English and Hindu laws. How this method of treatment has 
led to the ruin and disruption of Mahomedan families has already 
been discussed by me.® Sir Roland Wilson, in his criticism of my 
remarks on the Mussulman institution of benefactions (wahfs) for the 
support of families, admits that the courts of justice have done ‘ a 
wrong ’ in declaring against the validity of such benefactions, ‘ though 
unintentionally and as the result of quite excusable ignorance.’ 1 
have never suggested that the mistake which has resulted so disastrously 
to the Mussulman community was ‘ intentional ’; whether it could 
have been avoided, or whether the ‘ ignorance ’ to which the writer 
alludes was excusable, are questions I will not enter into. Nor is the 
period during which this particular rule has been in force relevant to 
the discussion ; if it is the recognised law among the Mussulmans, as 
my critic admits, the courts of justice are bound under le^slative 
pledges to administer it. As a matter of fact, however, the origin 
of the rule, by the consensus of Mussulman lawyers from the earliest 
times, is found in the direct prescription of the Lawgiver of Islam. 

But Sir Roland Wilson has put forward two propositions on which 
he contends that the suggestion I ventured to make should not bo 
entertained by the Legislature. His first contention amounts to this: 
as the same rule against perpetuities which has been applied to Mussul¬ 
man wakfs has been dealt out to Hindu entails without any injury 
to the Hindu community (which is a pure assumption), there is no 
reason why at should act prejudicially to the Mahomedans. Even 
if it were assumed, as Sir Roland assumes, that the Hindus have not 
been injuriously affected by the English rule against perpetuities, 
two facts, which are absolutely essential to a proper consideration of 
the matter in relation to the Mahomedans, must be carefully borne 
in mind: In the first place, the Hindu settlements dealt with in the 
cases referred to by Sir Roland Wilson were creations of the English 
system, for in Hindu law, pure and simple, there is no principle 
® Nineteenth Century and After, October 1905. 
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analogous to, the Mahomedan law respecting family benefactions. 
And the British courts in deciding against such attempts to create 
secular perpetuities wbre not overriding an express rule of Hindu law. 
In pronouncing against the validity of Mahomedan family trusts, 
they acted in direct opposition to Mussulman law. In the second 
place, under the Hindu law, females take no share in the inheritance, 
or only acquire an interest in the absence of male issue. Under the 
Mahomedan law women share in the inheritance ; and in eyery case 
of intestacy the estate of a deceased person is split up among numerous 
heirs. Again, the Hindu joint family system, which does not prevail 
among the Mahomedans,*^is a great preservative of property even 
after division. Hence the only method of keeping the family together 
and preventing general pauperisation lay in the strict observance of 
the rule of vxikf sanctioned by the Lawgiver. 

Sir Roland’s second contention is summed up in the question 
which he propounds in these words: ‘ Why should the substitution 
of presumably more efiScient for less efficient landowners be described 
as a process of destruction ? ’ From this passage it is evident that the 
learned critic has missed my argument; he has, in fact, mixed up two 
distinct propositions very remotely connected with each other, founded 
on two different sets of considerations. One related to the expediency 
of some check on the constant transfer of land in various parts of 
India, which paralysed all desire of improvement; the other to the 
necessity of preventing the further destruction of familic'? whose 
existence was of public benefit, and added to the contentment of the 
people. In his criticism Sir Roland' has involved himself in a long 
discussion of abstract economic principles, the application of which, 
even if they were entirely correct, must depend on the circumstances 
of the country and the condition of the inhabitants. It ie impossible 
for me in the space at my command to traverse the groxmd of political 
economy covered by him. I will only observe that in India, as is 
generally recognised, the legal system, with its somewhat narrow 
canons of interpretation, affords no stability to the propertied classes, 
and the feeling of insecurity it engenders supplies no incentive to 
development or progress. In the public interests I had advocated 
some legislative measure to protect the landowning classes from the 
toils of the mahajany.who could only by a* stretch of imagination 
be called an ‘ efficient ’ landlord. As regards the destruction of wakf 
estates, there is not even that shadow of pretence. They have been 
brought to the hammer, not because the trustees were ‘ inefficient,’ 
but because the Courts misunderstood the law. These estates were 
almost without exception well managed, the tenantry were fairly 
looked after, the charities were properly administered, and in times of 
disturbance the State was assisted in the way required. 

The principal English journal in Bengal, in its issue of the 7th of 
February,|[had some trenchant observations on Sir Roland Wilson’s 
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economic theories. Referring to tKe question quoted above, it 
says: , 

An excellent economic dictiim, Lut one which suggests that Sir iloland 
\VilBOTi, of Delhi, in spite of hie extensive knowledge of Indian law and his 
iniblicatione on Anglo-Mahomedan law, has, not a very close acquaintance 
with the hard facts of agrarian and social conditions in India. If it is in the 
public interest that* import&ut landed families should bo dispossessed by 
‘ oflicient' money-lenders, it becomes difficult to argue against the proposition 
that the displacement of millions of peasant proprietors is also a national boon. 
Anyone who ^ook up this position, however, and endeavoured seriously to^ 
maintain it, would find himself in a minority of one among all the writers and 
thinkers on the laud question. Alike* from the social and political standpoint 
is the growth of a helot class deprecated, and Sir Eoland WilBOn, by his piti¬ 
less adherence to the theory of the survival of the fittest, raises gravo doubts as 
to his eligibility to discuss the question from any but a strictly theoretical 
standpoint. 

With, regard to tlu; Btatciiient that the necessity for legislative 
action was not felt by the Mussulmans as a body, but was simply 
my ipse dixit, the attitude of the Mahomedans all over Northern 
India furnishes a conclusive reply. The Central National Mahomodan 
Association, in its address of welcome to Lord Minto, pointedly 
referred if) the subject as one of the burning questions of the day, 
the solution of whiidi was vital to Mahomedan prosperity and 
advaneement. In Burniah an association has just been formed for 
the preservation and protection of Mussulman wak/s, which has 
I icon incorporated under the Indian Company’s Act. In the United 
Provinces and the Punjab, similar steps arc in progress; and the 
general sentiment, regarding which Sir Iloland Wilson entertains 
[ihiloBOphic doubts, is expressed in strong and unmistakable words by 
such leading organs of Mahomedan opinion as the Observer and the 
Paisa Akhhar of Lahore.’' 

Apart from every other consideration, it would be a mistake, I 
submit, to neglect the feeling that has been aroused among the Indian 
Mahomedans by the practical destruction of one of t-heir cheiished 
institutions, with which a great part of their religious and social life 
is bound up. 

But their complaint is not confined to this particular question ; 
they allege, it will be seen presently not without some justification, 
that the humanity which has been extended to one class of people is 
denied to them. * • 

In India Christianity and Islam are the only two religioi,s which 
draw adherents from other creeds, and conversions to the Faith of 
Mohammed are generally as sincere as to Chiistiaiiity. In the Hindu 

' Hir llulaiid Wilson’s reference to the Dead Hand shows that Jie has lailed to 
giasp the spirit of the law of wjaAy. The Statute of Mortuiain was directed against 
till' conveyaewe of properties to religious uses to the deiiiiiieiit of society, and this 
gave birth to the present rule against perpetuities. The Mus.sulnian law seeks to 
prevent the frittering away of individual resources, which constitute national wealth, 
and aims at the conservation of property in capable hands for public benefit. 

VoL. LX—Ko. 3o4 
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system, from which most of the converts are drawn, under no circum¬ 
stances whatever can the marriage-tie be dissolved in the lifetime of 
the parties ; there may be the most cogent reasons, physical or moral, 
for putting an end to the relationship, the law allows no relief in the 
shape of a divorce cr a dissolution of the marriage. However com¬ 
mendable such a view may be from a certain standpoint, in practice 
it is often disastrous. The wife who abjures her old cult and adopts 
another faith becomes an absolute outcast; her presence in the 
"domestic circle is pollution. The husband who keeps ttfthe worship 
of his ancient gods may not have any relations with her; if he does, 
he subjects himself to the same penalties. For the wife there is no 
release. The hardship of such a rule was appreciated by the British 
Indian Legislature, and in 1861 an Act “ was passed ‘ to legalise under 
certain circumstances the dissolution of marriages of native converts 
to Christianity.’ It provided that when one of the married parties 
adopted Christianity, and the other on that ground refused conjugal 
rights, the convert might sue for restitution ; and in case of persistence 
in the refusal the courts were authorised to dissolve the marriage. 
The Mahoiriedans contend that the same humanity should be 
extended to converts to their Faith. As matters stand at present, 
the adoption of Mahomedanism involves the greatest risks. Thus 
the woman who renounces Hinduism for the religion of Mohammed, 
say from the sincerest conviction, may drag on a degraded existence 
as an outcast, or lead a life of prostitution ; but she may never obtain 
a release in life from the tie of marriage. If she contracts a legal 
imion in accordance with her new Faith, she subjects herself to punish¬ 
ment for bigamy, and her Mussulman husband to the penalties of 
adultery.'-’ If she has issue by her second marriage, the court brands 
them as bastards. 

Missionary activity has begun to introduce into the relations of 
family life an element of difficulty which is aggravated in the case of 
Mahomedans by a misreading of their law. The ancient Moslem jurists 
maintained that when a Mussulman wife abjured Islam and adopted 
a Scriptural faith like Judaism or Christianity, the marriage became 
if so facto dissolved.According to the modern jurists whose authority 
is recognised in India, the marriage remains intact. The British- 
IrMian courts have, it seems, chosen to follow the old doctrine even 
where the husband* was anxious to maintain the relationship. The 
unnecessary disruption of domestic peace is naturally regarded as a 
grievance. 


^ The Diasolution of Native Converts’ Marriages Act (xxi. of 1861). 

* The maximum punishment for wiiich is two years’ hard labour, with or without 
fine, which may extend to 1,000 rupees. 

"* This refers to toe Sunni sect, to which the bulk of the Mahomedana in India 
belong. 



207 


1906 INDIA AND TEN NEW PARLIAMENT 

These are some of the problems which, as they do not lie on the 
surface, may escape, notice in the stress ofradministration. • But their 
importance is great, as they concern the sentimepts of the people 
towards a foreign rule. A particular question may appear to have a 
special character as affecting one nationality alone, and yet its con¬ 
sequences may be far-rdaching, for the relations of the different 
civilised nationalities of India are so closely connected that the feelings 
of one react on the other. 

• • Ameer Alt. • 
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WEATHER AND TJIE TROUT 


The other day, in casual conversation, an eminent naturalist touched 
upon the well-knovm fact that trout never rise freely during the 
time of languorous atmosphere which precedes a thunderstorm. 
I myself Ixad thought that the cause of the fish lying low was the 
lack of oxygen in the water. That, indeed, was one of the few absolute 
convictions at which I had been able to arrive in studying the 
phenomena of the sport. I recited an incident that had seemed 
conclusive warrant for the belief. My statement was that 1 had 
been out on a lake catching trout with which to stock a stew-pond ; 
that by-and-by the fish, as they were gathered into the pail, showed 
signs of dying, a few of them being turned almost upon their backs ; 
that then the boatman seized the bailing-pan, filled it, and, holding 
his hand high, plunged the fresh water into the pail; and that all the 
trout immediately began to revive. Was that not clear proof that 
they had become languid from exhaustion of the oxygen ? Of course, 
there coxild never be the same lack of oxygen in lake or stream that 
there had been in the pail; but surely the insufficiency in the atmo¬ 
sphere for some time before a thunderstorm, which affected human 
beings and cattle, would affect trout also ? 

My learned friend thoughtfully shook his head. ‘ Do you know,’ 
he asked, ‘ how much oxygen a fish needs to kee]) him alive and 
comfortable 1 ’ 

‘ I understand that it is not much. Dr. Gunther, if I remember 
rightly, says that the quantity of oxygen that a man needs to keep 
his blood pure, vitality up to the natural pitch, is fifty thousand 
times more than suffices for a tench.’ ^ 

‘ Doesn’t that rather knock your theory on the ^head ? There 
would have to be a very great exhaustion of the natural atmosphere 
before a fish could feel it.’ 

‘ I’m not so sure of that,’ said I. ‘ The oxygen we are speaking 
about is not merely that which is a chemical part of water. It is 
oxygen drawn from the upper air, mingled with the water. You must 
bear that in mind. Also you must remember what marvellous effects 
are produced in human beings by very minute changes in the state 
of the atmosphere. The essential chemical difference between the 
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air of Pall Mall and the air of Margate is almost imperceptilde ; yet 
when you go to Margate after being long» in London you •feel a new 
jpan immeiately. Nature is a very subtle magician. She gains her 
effects by means amazingly obscure and minute.’ 

The naturalist was still unshaken. ‘ I would,’ he said, ‘ admit 
your theory to be .conceivably correct if it were not that I have one 
of my own. Yours seems to fall in with the facts all right; but so 
does mine. Mine simply is that the reason why trout don’t rise freely 
for an hour ^r two hours before thunder, or even for a longer time, • 
is that there are then no flies on the water, or very few. Usually 
there is great heat before a thunderstorm. The heat accelerates the 
hatching of the insects’ eggs ; the flies flutter up, from the bed of the 
stream and the reeds by the side, ]>rematurely. Thus, before thunder 
there is a lapse in the orderly rises of fly. Nature, for a short time, 
is in advance of herself. She has exhausted her stores.’ 

That was a striking theory. It seemed so reasonable that at first 
1 was disposed to acquiesce ; but a few moments’ thought showed that 
it involved some questionable assertions. 

‘ Ar e you sure about the insects’ eggs 1 ’ 1 asked. ‘ I should have 
imagined that they are bound to hatch out at a definite time after 
having been laid. Are you sure that the period is lengthened or 
shortened according to the weather ? ’ 

‘ I’m not quite sure about the eggs of all the insects,’ the naturalist 
answered. ‘ There’s the March Brown, for example. The eggs of 
that insect don’t seem to be affected by cold, however intense : March 
Browns alwaj^s, I think, come oujj when they are due. But I do 
believe that in most other cases the hatching-out is retarded by cold. 
How otherwise can you account for fishermen living away from their 
streams havdng to be telegraphed to when the Mayfly is up ? If the 
weather had nbtlung to do with the matter, the day of the rising of 
the Mayfly would bo quite regular, just like the coming of Christmas.’ 

‘ Yes : that’s evident,’ 1 said; ‘ but I am still puzzled. Often the 
period of close warm weather that precedes a thunderstorm is very 
short—sometimes, indeed, thunder comes without any such warning.’ 

‘ When it docs the trout are not. afiectod. Thunderstorms are 
of two kinds. There is the thunder that comes in the. middle of a 
tempest or a gale. That, which is rather rare, is produced by con¬ 
ditions quite difi('rent from those which bring 'about an ordinary 
til understorm. It is not preceded or accompanied by high tempera¬ 
ture, and its imminence does not disturb your sport. But the ordinary 
thunderstorm is undoubtedly, as a rule, the culmiiiation of a protracted 
process in nature, a process of which the most ]>Tominent symptom 
is close heat. Don’t you think it quite likely that this abnormal 
warmth, which lasts for hours, sometimes even for days, may hasten 
the hatching of the eggs ? ’ 

‘ But char rise in sultry weather ! ’ 
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* I expected you to mention that,’ said the naturalist. ‘ I myself 
have notified that char rise in sultry weather. In fact, I’ve never 
fotmd them rising freely at any other time. Char, like eels, bestir 
themselves when there’s thrmder in the air. But what are they 
rising at ? They take your flies, I know ; but I question whether they 
take any others. I think there are very few others to take. That, 
in short, is just my point.’ 

I tried hard to remember the state of nature before an ordinary 
thunderstorm, and again found cause to think chat my friend was in 
the right. I called to mind the aspects of a lake on which I often fish. 
In fresh weather the water ripples and sparkles ; insects flutter about, 
especially near the shores ; the trout rise merrily the whole day long ; 
all nature is alive and alert. When thunder is coming, the lake, 
save in patches here and there, where struck by hectic puffs of wind, 
is still and dull; the sheep and cattle of^the fields aroimd are huddled, 
motionless, in corners ; there is no twitter of birds ; and there is 
ccrt.ainly no fluttering of insects ! 

Suddenly, however, after feeling that the naturalist was undoubtedly 
right, I found a new idea suggesting itself. I would use it cautiously, 
in cross-examining method. 

‘ I understand,’ said I, ‘ that sometimes, when the temperature 
is abnormally low, the eggs of aquatic insects do really hatch out in 
due course, but that the young flies, being enfeebled by the cold, die 
before they reacli the surface '{ ’ 

‘ That is so,’ said my friend. ‘ It is on such occasions that the 
wet fly is astouisliingly successful even on what are known as dry- 
fly streams. Feeding on the torpid insects that are being carried 
downstream below the surface, the trout take sunk artificial flies 
also.’ 

‘ Well, then, as it is certain that a temperature abnormally low 
prevents a hatching-out of insects’ eggs in the complete sense, is it 
not conceivable that a temperature abnormally liigh may have the 
same effect ? ’ 

‘ Dear me! 1 never thought of that,’ the naturalist answered. 
‘ Why, yes : it is conceivable. In fact, it is probable. The develop¬ 
ment of the eggs may be arrested, and left incomplete, because the 
water is too warm. But doesn’t that qomc to the same thing as 
regards why trout don’t rise before thimder ? ’ 

‘ Not quite, I think. All li\'ing creatures, except the eel and the 
char, are torpid before the storm—sheep, cattle, bees, and birds-* 

‘ And except salmon,* interjected the naturalist. 

‘ Do salmon rise in sultry weather ? ’ 

‘ 0 yes: often; but, as salmon certainly do not usually rise at 
insects, we may leave them out of account.’ 

‘ What I was going to say was this; Although, in the general 
stagnation of nature, most living creatures on the land are dull and 
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inert before an ordinary tbunderstorra, they are not dead or dying. 
They wake up soon after the storm has bufst—whenever the lightning 
has rectified the atmosphere. Now, may not the immature insects 
in the water be in the same state—^inert before the storm, but lively 
whenever it has done its work ? That would account for the trout 
rising almost immediately after the first flash—they often do, you 
know ? ’ 

‘ Yes : many a fine basket liave I made in a thunderstorm.’ 

‘ But heA’s a singular thing,’ I went on, as he ruminated happily 
on the purely sporting aspect of .the subject: ‘ When the atmosphere 
is working up to thunder, the trout, which won’t look at artificial flics, 
won’t look at worms either. Now, what does ^hat show ? ’ 

‘ You, of course, think it shows that they won’t take anytliing; 
but I am not so sure. Perhaps the explanation of their not taking 
your worm is that there is not at the time any natural supply of worms 
in the water. Yours may be a S'ditary apparition, and therefore 
suspect.’ 

This astonished me. ‘ Do you mean,’ I asked, ‘ that the state of 
the atmosphere which prevents the insects’ eggs from hatcliing-out 
properly may also prevent the worms from getting into the stream ? ’ 

‘ I do,’ said the naturalist. ‘ Wh)’ not 1 A])parcntly you don’t 
know the worm. He is a very interesting fellow. If you think he 
has no regular instincts and remarkable habits, that must be because 
you have never studied him. I will give you a story about worms— 
true. A friend told me there was a great pdague of them in bis bowling- 
green. The turf was covered witl^ their casts, and that made the 
game very unsatisfactory. He had tried soot and brine ; but they 
would not be killed. “ Take me to your bowling-green,” said I; and 
we went. The whole surface of the lawn was thickly dotted with 
worm-casts. ‘ What do you think of that ? ” said he, with a sort 
of ]>rido at the great extent of his trouble. “ 0, nothing,” said I. 

“ Within three minutes I could make every worm within a radius 
of a yard from my feet come up to be captured.” “ How ? ” he 
asked, astonished. “By a very simple means—^incantation. Just 
turn your back to me, and look round when I cease whistling.” When 
he had turned I whistled in low tones a weird and melancholy ditty, 
improvised for the occasion ; and when he looked round, lo ! it was 
to see many scores of alarmed worms wrigghng’on the turf. “ So, 
you see,” I remarked, “ it is quite easy to clear your bowling-green 
without cutting a single sod.” My friend went nearly out of his mind 
with frig' He was thinldng that the Black Arts were no super¬ 
stition. I had great difficulty in reassuring him. He smiled again 
only v/hen I had shown him the trick.’ 

‘ Vv'hat was it ? ’ 

The naturalist laughed. ‘ You too seem scared rather,’ he said. 

‘ Compose yourself. As we were i)assing the tool-house I had picked 
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up a three-pronged garden fork, whicli I carried to the lawn in an 
innocent, careless manner.' When my friend had turned 1 pushed 
the fork into the.turf, and while whistling I moved the iraplemcni: 
quickly to and fro, gently shaking the soil. When all the worms had 
come uf», I pulled the fork out, and obliterated, with pressure from 
my boot, the marks that the prongs had made.’ 

Tlie naturalist was so much delighted over his recollection of the 
affair tliat he was forgetting our argument. 

■ ‘ Well ? ’ I said. 

‘ Ah ! ’ he answered, bringing Ids mind back to our subject. ‘ Don’t 
you see that worms arp exceedingly sensitive ? ’ 

‘ They came up because of the tremor in the soil,’ I answered ; 
‘ but that was not a small thing. It must have seemed an earthqualce 
to the worms. We need not consider them exceedingly sensitive 
merely because they are alarmed by violence.’ 

‘ No,’ said my friend; ‘ but it is an extreme case I have been 
citing. If a small bird played a tattoo with its bill upon a lawn, you 
would not call that violence—would you ? ’ 

I admitted that I should not. 

‘ Well,’ the naturalist went on, ‘ tlirushes, blackbirds, and starlings 
can do with their beaks what I did with the garden fork. You will 
see them doing it if you watch. They alight v^herc they tluTilc 
the worms may be, dab at the ground quickly, and then, cocking 
their heads on one side, look at the place eagerly—]i,stening, too, I 
tliiiik. If a worm doesn’t come up, they conclude that there i.s none 
there, and hop off to try elsewhere.’ 

‘ Do the worms respond to the tapping ? ’ 

‘ 0, yes: they come up, and are gobbled by the birds. Now, what 
I ask you to consider is tliis: Worms being so nervous that they 
rush out of the earth when they feel the very minute tremor caused 
by the tapping of a little bird’s bill, is it not easily conceivable that 
during the period of stillness which usually precedes thunder there 
may be at work some influence of Nature to keep them down ? ’ 

‘ Easily,’ I answered, much struck. ‘ And, of course, if a stream 
is not getting its usual supply of worms, the trout will probably be 
disinclined to look at the solitary ones thrown in by anglers. That 
is what you mean, I think ? ’ 

‘ Exactly. Although we must be very wary in dogmatising about 
the ways of the trout, it is undoubtedly a fact that they hardly ever 
show much interest in what the angler offers unless Nature is at the 
same time providing supplies of the same thing—or the thing of which 
the lure is an imitation. And it is quite possible, I imagine, that 
during the dull time in which the atmosphere is fermenting towards 
an outburst the worms inhabiting the banks of a stream, instead of 
being on or near the surface and liable to drop down or to be washed 
down, have gone far in.’ 
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1 acknowledged this possibility, and mentioned what a littlo time 
before had been parsing through my miftd, that in the still time before 
• tliunder birds and insects arc silent, and cattle huddled into corners. 

‘ That is so,’ said the naturalist; ‘ but there is more than that. 
The cattle have ceased to graze ! Have you noticed that ? ’ 

‘ I tliink I htive,’ I answered, after reflecting ; ‘ but the fact seems 
to throw a new light on the fishing problem. It is not for want of 
fodder that the cattle have ceased to graze. The pasture is still there, 
and surely as good’as ever.’ 

I felt tliis to be an unanswerable remark ; but the naturalist laughed. 

‘ Yes,’ he said, ‘ the pasture is still theie ; but I don’t think you 
should be sure that it is as good as ever. Growing flowers give off 
carbonic acid gas in the night, you know ; which is why they should 
not be kept in your house then ; and 1 think that in the pre-thunder 
state of atmosphere they may give it oil also during the day, which 
might account for the csttle ceasing to eat the grass.’ 

‘ Perhaps; but don’t you think that a more natural theory is 
this : that tlie jjeculiar state of the atmosphere has a similar effect 
on all living things, making them inactive and putting them off their 
food ; and that the trout having ceased to take may be due, not to the 
absence of flies and worms and grubs, though indeed all these may be 
a})sent, but simply to the direct effect which the peculiar state of the 
atmosphere has on the trout themselves ? ’ 

^ That is just the question,’ said he. ‘ There’s something to be 
said for both sides.’ 

‘ On my side, if I may so call it for the sake of regulating the argu¬ 
ment, there is to be said that fish under the pre-thunder influence 
do not show the same uniformity of conduct that is manifest among 
the beasts of the field, the birds of the air, and the insects. The char 
and the eel are ravenous under the influence, and you have told me 
that the salmon is not affected. May this be held to indicate that the 
pre-thunder influence is not so potent among the creatures in the water 
as it is among the creatures above ? ’ 

‘ It might,’ said the naturalist; ‘ but that would get us no further 
forward. It would only show that the char and the eel revel in 
atmosphere highly charged with electricity. The salmon, I think, 
is in a different case. tHe finds the greater part of his sustenance 
not in the riyer but in the sea. When he leaves the sea he is so highly 
nourished, so fat, that he can live in the river, even if he finds no food 
there, for many months. Some say that when he rises at an arti¬ 
ficial fly, or takes a minnow, he is only amusing himself, or giving 
way to irritation. Well, then, it may be that, being exuberant in 
vitality fxom. his feasting in the sea, ho is not so readily affected by 
the enervating atmosphere as the trout is.’ 

‘ Ah ! “ Enervating atmosphere ! ” Is not that a concession ? 

If the pre-thunder atmosphere is enervating to the trout, other 
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phenomena, such as the absence* of flies and the possible absence of 
worms, though very interesting in themselves, are apart from the 
problem. That the^ trout are enervated would sufficiently explain 
why they don’t rise at our flies or seize the worm.’ 

‘ You may be right,’ said the naturalist, laughing. ‘ Indeed, I 
am inclined to believe you are. I stated the alternative theory 
mainly because there is a good deal to be said for it. Either theory 
seems to be as cogent as the other. Trout-fishing brings up questions 
o^natu^al science that arc very subtle.’ • * 

‘ What others are there ? ’ 

‘ 0, many. There’s the wind, for example. What has our fisher¬ 
men’s folk-lore to say on that subject ? It says that there is little 
or no hope of sport when the ndnd is from any point between north 
and east. Now, that is wrong, I think ; or, rather, it is not quite 
right. There are waters on which northerly or easterly breezes are 
actually the best. These breezes are the best on all waters near the 
north coast or the east coast—the north wind on the north coast, 
and the east on the east. That, I think, is because during daytime, 
when the land is warmer than the sea, conducting the sun’s heat 
more quickly, they arc the normal winds on these waters. Besides, 
northerly or easterly winds are not always bad even on waters else¬ 
where. Mr. Francis Francis records that one of his best baslvcts 
was made in the south-west country in a high north wind, and there 
are many other testimonies to the same effect. Still, it remains 
a fact that, away from the north coast and the east, north winds and 
east winds seem adverse as a rulq. How w'ould you account for 
that ? ’ 

‘ Perhaps it is because northerly and easterly winds, being cold, 
interfere with the batching-out of the insects 'i ’ 

‘ That may be ; but I do not think so. Often, in ftortherly or 
easterly winds, although the trout are not rising, there arc plenty of 
flies about. You must have noticed that. Therefore, the inactivity 
of the trout can hardly be a question of temperature. What is the 
alternative ? ’ 

‘ Atmospherical pressure ? ’ 

‘ Tjjat’s it, I think. Over nearly the whole surface of the British 
Islands the prevailing winds are from the ^uth-west. Wind from 
any point between noHh and cast often denotes a disturbance in the 
atmosphere. Often, at any rate during the early stages of the breeze, 
the mercury in the barometer is falling.’ 

I ventured to remark that it sometimes fell when the wind was 
from the west or from the south. 

‘ And when it does fall in such a wind,’ said the naturalist, ‘ the 
same thing happens. The trout go down. Think. Have you 
not often been out on stream or lake on a day of tins kind—light, 
sparkling, breezy weather in the earlier hours, probably until a little 
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past two o’clock, with good sport all the time ; and a gradual gathering 
of cloud, with a drop in the wind, in th« afternoon, and rises becoming 
fewer and fewer, until they stopped altogether ? ’ 

On reflection I had to admit that the experience was not un¬ 
familiar. 

‘ Observe cairefully'henceforth,’ said the naturalist, ‘ and you will 
find that when the weather follows the course we have sketched the 
trout invariably become inactive. That ldn4 of afternoon languor 
should be, though *it hardly ever is, recognised by the fisherman 'as 
being just as bad a portent as a wind from the north or from the east.’ 

‘ But you said, a few minutes ago, tjiat splendid baskets are 
sometimes made in the winds which the fisherman’s folk-lore regards 
as adverse.’ 

‘ Yes,’ answered the naturalist; ‘ and that is just what I was 
coming to. I think I can e^cplain w^hy we are now and then fortunate 
in these winds. Not every wind from the north or from the east 
is the same thing as every other wind from the north or from the east. 
The wind, not less as regards its direction than as regards its tem¬ 
perature, is often deceptive. There is a state of the weather, occurring 
frequently, in which the wind, whatever its direction, and however 
considerable its force, is not a true wind—the anti-cyclonic state, 
which is accompanied by brightness and frost in winter and bright¬ 
ness and drought in summer—the state that comes about when we 
are within what is known as an area of high yircssure, over which, 
in a very real sense, “ the wind bloweth where it hsteth.” Although 
a breeze then is coming from thrfJ north, it is not necessarily coming 
from the Polar Circle. It is only a local current; perhaps its course 
is not longer than three or four miles. At such a time, if the mercury, 
wliich is hi^h, is not falling, the trout often rise freely ; if it is still 
rising they are sure to bo doing so. Besides, thert* is a tim<; during 
whieh a wdnd from a northerly quarter—west-noith-wcst—is the very 
best omen you c.an have. That is when a depression in the atmo¬ 
sphere, the condition of storm, is passing off. Then the mercury in the 
barometer is rising, and so are the trout—invariably. The northerly 
or easterly wind under which they subside is that whieh comes with a 
depression. They tend to go down also when the wind denoting 
depression comes from .the west or from the south-west; but they 
go down more reluctantly then, and that I attribute to the south-west 
wind being our prevailing wind.’ 

‘ You mean, in short, that it is neither the direction nor the tem¬ 
perature of the wind that affects the trout, but the atmospherical 
pressure % ’ 

‘ Quite so.* 

‘ And that the trout, as it were, like high pressure, and dislike low 
pressure ? ’ 

‘ Not exactly that,’ said the naturalist. ‘ Often they come on 
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well when the pressiu'e is very low. That is when the storm-centre 
has passed alid the mercury is beginning to rise. That is the only 
time when you can count upon sport as being certain—the time 
during which, after a storm, the mercury is creeping up. Often they 
are reluctant when it is high and stationary. I am speaking, you 
understand, of the daytime. About sundown’, for an hour or more, 
trout almost always rise from the beginning of May until the end of 
August; they do so, I imagine, because, whatever the weather may be, 
they must feed at some time in the round of the clock, and some 
instinct makes them choose the evening. But daytime is the ordinary 
time for the ordinary fisherman; and I beheve I am right in saying 
that then, although a trout or two may usually bo caught, a heavy 
basket is certain only witliin twenty-four hours after the passing of 
the storm-centre.’ 

‘ A heavy basket, then, must be very rare ! ’ 

‘ Of course! ’ answered the naturahst, looking astonished. 
‘ Haven’t you found it so ? ’ 

I cast my mind back over a few seasons, and found that he was 
right. A trout or two are always possible ; but the memorably good 
day is very unusual, and it is always in immediate succession to a 
storm. 

This rumination having been stated in words, the naturalist was 
much amused. 

‘ Ho ! ’ said he, ‘ there’s nothing wonderful in that. What is a 
storm ? It is a clearance, a refreshing, of the atmosphere. Between 
storms the atmosphere constantly tends towards decay. Most 
sentient things become sluggish. Immediately after a storm, cattle, 
birds, insects, and human beings feel revivified, and act accordingly. 
So do the trout. If it were not for the eel and the char, among fauna, 
and the fungi among flora, I wmuld say that in this respect all living 
things are uniform in their habits and impulses. Notwithstanding 
the ejLceptions, I think that is broadly the case. “ Nature,” a 
philosopher declares, “ is more simple than our conception thereof: 
we begin with very complicated tlicoriea, and end with the most 
simple.” That is a wise remark, I think.’ 


W. Earl Hodgson. 
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The sacred fire of Israel 


In reading some modern commentaries on tlio Old Testament we are 
struck by the fact that, in spite of profound scholarship and a criticism 
of the mass of historical events anti records lately come to light, used 
with a freedom which sometimes takes our breath away, yet very 
little attention is ])aid to explaining, as founded on natural or ])hysical 
causes, narratives of events usually regarded as miraculous when 
these are unusual or rare, and prove to be of punitive or beneficially 
providential value. The aforesaid works are mostly written for the 
use of pastors, preachers, or teachers, and the explanation of narra¬ 
tives of miraculous events in the Old Testament, as unusual natural 
or physical phenomena, has never met with much acceptance from 
them, for the following reasons. In the first place, pastors arc not so 
well equipped by their education for judging whether the explanation 
is sound or not, as they are of literary or historical criticism ; then 
those who make the sugge.stio:ft are generally scientific men or 
travellers, having little sympathy for the dilficulties of the pastor, 
who finds such explanations disturb the faith of his congregation, 
sometimes wjth disastrous results. 

Hugh Miller rather humorously describes the difference between the 
scientific and the scholarly critic by supposing the former to be a 
wolf, who peers into a hut where some shepherds are dining off a leg 
of mutton. ‘ Ah ! ’ says he, ‘ what an outcry would these men have 
made had they found me doing such a thing ! ’ which hits the point 
very well; it was because he was a wolf that the shepherds objected. 
They had cared for the flock and had a right to live off it; but he had 
not. • , 

At the pjesent day most pious persons attribute unusual pro¬ 
vidential occurrences to an overruling supernatural power, so that we 
may be sure the Israelites of old did so ; nor would it be necessary to 
point this out but that, in accordance with the.theological ideas of 
the times, some of the Scripture narratives misdescribe the events. 
In consequence of this, the tracing of an unusual natural or physical 
phenomenon, described in the Old Testament as miraculous, instead 
of being a destructive criticism may prove of a highly construclivc 
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character, showing that the story was founded on fact, instead of being 
a pure invention or allegory. ' 

For instance, when the ‘ Ark of the Lord,’ after being captured by 
the Philistines, is allowed to return, it is related that it stopped at 
Beth-Shemesh ; and because the men of that place looked into it, the 
‘ Lord smote ’ more than ‘ fifty thousand with a great slaughter.’ ^ 
But as the ark had just come from ])lague-stricken cities, it brought 
' the infection with it. > Now as the object of the \vTiter was to restore 
the prestige of the ark, which had suffered from' its capture by the 
Philistines, if he had been inventing the tale he would not have told 
it with circumstances bearing such an easy interpretation. The 
explanation, therefore, though seemingly destruefive, really strengthens 
the story as founded on fact, and is at f/hc same time more in accord¬ 
ance with our present conceptions of God. 

The priests of several nations have used fire got directly from the 
sun, wliich, according to Old Testament, diction, is bringing it down 
from heaven, to impress the worshippers of their religious with the 
sacred character of their sacrifices. 

The practice was found by the Spaniards amongst the Peruvians 
when they first conquered them : 

A fire was kindled by means of a concave mirror of polished metal which, 
collecting the rays of the sun into a focus upon a rjuantity of dried cotton, speedily 
set it on lire. It was the expedient on like occasions in Auciout Rome, at least 
under the reign of the pious Numa. When the sky was overcast mid the face 
of the good Deity was hidden, which was cstooinod a bad omen, tiro was obtained 
by moans of friction.* ^ 

Professor Drummond gives a mtaleni instance of how impressive 
on uneducated minds such a proceeding is. 'Tlie natives of the 
Nyassa Tanganyika plateau greatly admired his possessiqns, but 

the greatest w'ondor of all, perhaps, was the burning glass. ’J’liey had never 
seen glass lioforo, and tliought it was ‘ iimzi ’ or water, but why tlio mazi djil 
not run over when I put it in my pocket passed all undcnstanding. When the 
light focussed on tlie dry grass set it ablaze their terror knew no bounds. ' Jfc is 
a mighty spirit,’ they cried, ‘ and brings down pre from the sun.' 1 asked niy 
men one day the question point blank: ‘ Why do you not' Icill mo arirl take my 
guns «,nd clothes and beads ? ’ ‘ Oh ! ’ they replied, ‘ wo w'ould never kill a 

spirit.’ ® 

The following quotation, showing that the fire froi\i tlic sun was 
used in ancient Persia for religious purposes, is from Bihhy's 
Quarterly : 

Many thousand years before Moses led the Children of Israel across the Red 
Sea, the first of the groat teachers known by tliis name (Zoroaster) emigrated 
with the Iranian people, a branch of the primitive Arj^an family, from the cradle- 
land of the race into the vast territory now known as modern Persia. 

' I. Samuel \i. 19. * Prescott’s Hist, of Cotiqnost of Peru, vol. i. p. 99. 

’ Tropical Africa, p. 104. 
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According to their Scriptures the original Zoroaster had the power to call 
down fire from heaven after the manner cf Elijah at MouAt Carmel. As 
Zoroaster spake there? was no fire at the altar at his side. There was sandal- 
* wood in fragrant heaps, there were perfumes, but no'firo. But as ho spake 
ho held a rod pointing towards Ijeaven, and in response to the comiielling matrass 
the hving fire wreathed round him, and made him a man of flame os he spake 
the words of the^fire an^ proclaimed the everlasting truth, and as he spake 
some of the fire darted downwards and fired the altar at his side. 

According to their Scriptures, new altar fires wore always lit in this way for 
conturios aij-er Zoroaster’s time. ' . 

The following passage frofn the Zend Avesta evidently refers to 
the same religious function ; • 

And those means of grace, although abounding in the inculcation of moral 
sanctity in thouglit, word, and deed, are yet profane, aside from that holy fire 
which rallied the masses to the national worship.* 

Before talcing into consideration the question of whether this 
Persian sacred fire was of the same nature as that used by the Israelites, 
it win be well to read a description, a little condensed, of a fire xised by 
the Greeks in war during the early centuries of the Christian era r 

The Greek fire was composed of naphtha or liquid bitumon, a light tenacious 
and inflammable oil Avhich oatchos fire as soon as it comes into contact with the 
air. The naphtha was mingled with sulphur and pitch of fir. It produced a 
thick smoke and loud explosion, and was nourished by water instead of being 
extinguished by it. The composition of this fire was kept secret with jealous 
care at Constantinople, and the Greeks said that it had been revealed by an angel 
to Constantino.' 

• 

There seems no reason to call in question this account of Gibbon. 
It is very similar in description to the Persian sacred fire already quoted, 
and, as wc shall presently sec, still more so to that of the Israelites. 
It appears in a nation in intimate intercourse with both Jews and 
Persians, and the origin is supposed to be supernatural, so that we 
may fairly say that it is a probable explanation. If some Jewish or 
PersiaiU priest, a convert to Cliristianity, imparted the secret of its 
composition to Constantine, the. whole matter becomes clear enough. 

The first mention in the Bible of the holy fixe, or ‘ fire of the Lord,’ 
which is sufficiently circumstantially described to attract our atten¬ 
tion, is that accompanying Moses in Ins wanderings with the Children 
of Israel after leaving Egypt. Here we are at once met by a vivid 
account, almost exactly corresponding with Gibbon’s description, of 
the Greek fire. 

Moses used this fire in large quantities, which we must suppose he 
made himself, having learnt the method of prei)aration from the 
Egyptian priests whilst being educated amongst them. 

In order to consider the Pentateuchal account fairly, we will, for 

‘ Max Muller’s Ttanslaitoii of the Avesta, vol. iv. p. 95. 

* Gibbon’s Homan llist. chap. lii. 
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the time, eliminate or mitigate the priestly remarks attributing Divine 
intention or direction to the fine, in the same way that whilst a coroner 
directs a jury that ^he person died by ‘ the act of God,’ the medical 
witness says it was from ‘ sudden failure of the heart,’ both describing 
the same fact. 

The first thing worth mentioning is an angel or piUar of cloud 
going before Israel, which removed and intervened between them 
and the pursuing Egyptians, and seems to have checked the latter. 
Tliis accoimt supports the idea that Moses got the fire from the Egyptian 
priests, because, if the Egyptian soldiers recognised in the pillar of 
cloud, or, as wo may read, smoko, something like what the^ wore 
accustomed to associate with their own worship, it would be likely to 
restrain them. 

The description would be reaUsod if we suppose a large petroleum 
lamp to have been used, the flame being surrounded by a circular 
brass plate shield for safety, which would prevent the flame being 
seen.® 

In still weather the dense smoko would ascend as a piUar to some 
height, and then, spreading out, form that cloud described later on as 
resting over the tent of the Tabernacle ; whilst the reflection on the 
smoke from the flame below would make it appear at night a pillar 
of light. 

At the inauguration of the first sacrifice since tlic Exodus by 
Moses and Aaron, we are told that-' ‘ there came a fire out from 
before the Lord and consumed u])on the altar the burnt-oficriiig.’ 
And we may notice that the cloud or smoke was so dense that Moses 
could not enter into the tent of the Tabernacle, a circumstance repeated 
at the dedication of the Temple by Solomon. Tins was apparently 
the first time the sacred naphtha was used among the Israelites, 
and it had an immediately impressive efEcct, almost identical with 
that mentioned by the Zend Avesta as occurring in Persia on a like 
occasion. ‘ When all the people saw it they shouted and fell on their 
faces.’ “ 

We have seen that the Persians associated sweet smells with their 
sacrifices, ‘ sandal wood in fragrant heaps and perfumes.’ In hkc 
mviner perfumes were associated with the religious sacrifices of the 
Israelites. 

« 

The ordinary lamps of the sanctuary were to be supphed with pure 
olive oil; then there was a holy anointing oil for the priests, of myrrh, 
cinnamon, cassia, and sweet calamus, with olive oil,® as well as a more 
powerfully smelling incense, ‘ stactc and onycha and galbanum, 
sweet spices with pure frankincense,’ one object of these perfumes, 

'■ ‘lieliold a smoking furuacc, and a burning lamp that passed between tbuse 
pieces.’ -Gen. xv. 17. Abraham’s vision will hardly admit any other explanation as 
the text stands ; but if for ‘ pieces ’ we read parties, it is clearer. 

' Exodus xl. and Numbers ix. “ Ibid. 

Exodus XXX. 23, 21, 35, 3B. 
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both among the Persians and Israelites, being to cover the oppressive 
smell which animal sacrifice otherwise milfet always entail.* 

. But of the composition of the ‘ fire of the Lord I no hint whatever 
is given. It was apparently considered too dreadful and sacred a 
secret to be committed to writing, and we must suppose that it was 
handed down orally in those directions to the priests for the cere¬ 
monial of their religion, which the Jews have always tenaciously 
maintained to have proceeded in unbroken tradition from the time of 
Moses downward. * 

As we might expect with such a dangerous combustible, some 
terrible events now happened, two of which iiijmodcrn phraseology we 
should call accidents. 

8oon after the initiation of the burnt-ofierings by Moses and 
Aaron, Nadab and Abihu, the eldest sons of Aaron, 

• 

took each of them his ceusor and put tiro therein, and laid incense thereon, and 
olTcred stningc tiro before the Lord which he had not commanded thorn. And 
tlicro came forth a fire from the Lord and devoured them, and they died before 
the Lord.'" 

Probably they had taken some of the sacred naphtha and put it in 
their censers, and anointed themselves with it as well, in order to give 
tlicniselves, as they thought, greater sanctity. 

They had done wrong, no doubt, but it was the same sort of wrong 
that a careless or foolhardy workman in a powder manufactory docs 
if he goes into a dangerous room with iron nails in his boots, by a 
spark from which he is blown up. • 

Moses, as might be expected, is dreadfully alarmed. He orders 
the dead bodies to be immediately removed, and commands Aaron 
and his other t,wo sons not to move. ‘ Let not a hair of your heads go 
loose, neither rend your clothes, that ye die not. . . and ye shall not 
go out from the door of the tent of meeting lest ye die, for the anointing 
oil of the Lord is upon you.’ From which words of Moses it is 
evident that an accident had occurred, and that it was not done 
intentionally. 

The next outbreak of the fire also was probably not intentional. 
It is indeed attributed to the people’s murmuring ; but that they were 
always doing, and it reads^as if some receptacle gr barrel containing 
the sacred naphtha had been accidentally upset, and the fluid, running 
along the ground, had caught fire in some of the nearest outljdng 
tents of the camp. ‘ And the fire of the Lord burnt among them, and 
devoured in the uttermost part of the camp.’ 

Then there was a conspiracy by Korah, Dathan, and Abirain to 
overthrow the authority of Moses and Aaron ; and Moses, who wants 

Leviticus X. 1. " Jbid. x. Numbers xi. 1. 

VoL. LX—No. 354 U 
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a little time for y)rcparation, appoints the next day for a trial as to 
who was really chosen of the Lord. 

At the ay)point6d time and place the two opposing parties assembled, 
putting us in mind of Elijah’s struggle with the prophets of Baal at 
a later date. Moses warns all the congregation to stand away from 
the rebels, so as to be out of danger, and then happens what we read 
as an explosion. The ground opened under them, and some went 
down into the pit. And there came out a fire from the Lord and 
consumed two hundred and fifty men of them.’ Gibbon speaks of 
the Greek fire as being explosive, alid many inflammable chemicals 
burning as a combustible in the open are explosive if confined. 

After the quelling the sedition which arose from the punishment 
of Korah and his followers, we hear no more of the fire of the Lord 
for a long time. Nor till the time of Elijah is there any account of its 
being used in a manner destructive to life. Either it. fell into disuse 
in the time of Joshua, or the priests had overcome the difficulties 
attending the use of it, and its occasional exhibition did not attract 
much attention ; whilst the odium which attended the punisliment 
of Korah with it prevented any similar execution of that sort. 

Passing the story of Manoah’s angel, on which we need not dwell, 
the next time we meet wdth the ‘ fire of the Lord ’ is in 1 Ghronicles 
xxi. 2(), when David is offering a burnt-offering on the threshing-floor 
of Oman the Jebusitc in order to stop a ])laguc. lie ‘ called upon the 
name of the Lord, and he answered him from heaven by fire upon the 
altar.’ 

The occasion was a very imper/tant one, and some of the naphtha 
might have been brought from Jerusalem by a priest, in a barrel 
especially constructed for the purpose. 

In the inauguration of Solomon’s Temple the fire again falls from 
heaven upon the altar, and the cloud fills the House of the Lord. 

To account for all the points in the story of Elijah, to which we 
now come, a little liberty of conjecture will be used, going beyond 
what is actually told in the text, though stiU keeping within the bounds 
of circumstantial evidence. 

I think it will be clear, before we reach the end of this article, 
tiEiat Elijah did use the sacred naphtha, and some persons feel as if 
this were a charge against his hona fides. But if there is one thing 
plainer than another, it is that a more resolute, straightforward man 
than Elijah never existed. Some charge of over-zeal may be made 
against him, but surely none of underhand dealing. 

Those who think orthodoxy requires them to believe that the 
miracle was done contrary to, and in direct breach of natural laws, 
must allow that the miracle was urgently required by the conditions 
of the northern kingdom of Israel, fast drifting to ruin by its idol- 
worship. They must also admit that it was eminently successful. 

Numbers xvi. 
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and probably postponed the fall of thd nation for a hundred and fifty 
years or so. If, then, the miracle could i)e done in accoiniance with 
natural laws, how call it be said that Elijah was not justified in using 
the means at his command ? 

There is no reason to suppose that he was not as firmly convinced 
that the naphtha \yas a Divine means of calling down fire from heaven 
if it were the will of God, as he was that the burnt-offerings made 
by the priests at Jerusalem called down a blessing from heaven. 

That its •composition was kept secret, whilst’ that of the incense* 
and anointing oil of the priests was published, was because of its 
dangerous character. 

How did Elijah procure his supply of the naphtha ? Between his 
flying from Ahab to hide by the brook Cherith, and afterwards with 
the widow at Zarephath^ until the performance of the miracle, more 
than two years elapsed, so that he had plenty of time for getting it, 
and as Jerusalem possessed it ‘thence he. probably obtained a supply. 

In those years of distress and anxiety of mind, with the burden 
of his nation’s danger pressing heavily upon him, where should he 
look for advice or help excojdto the priests at Jerusalem, where the 
only true worship of God was still maintained ? 

To Jerusalem, therefore, he probably secretly went to worship, 
and when there aslced counsel of the priests, who would have several 
incentives to help him. Besitles the religious one of wishing to 
reclaim their erring brethren from idolatry would be the political one, 
that if the northern kingdom rettirned to the religion of Jehovah 
reunion might be possible, or at any rate it would be more likely to 
remain friendly to them. 

They would show Elijah in the Pentateuch, if he were not already 
acquainted with it, how Moses, tmder like circumstances, kept the 
peo})le to the* true religion, and when they offered him sonui of the 
sacred naphtha it is difficult to see why he should not feel justified 
by Moses’s authority boih in using it and keeping it secret. 

No doubt minute directions for its use would accompany the 
naphtha, of which we will sujipose that four small barrels were given 
him, and these enclosed, for greater safety, in four larger barrels.** 
Tills number is indicated as Elijah used four empty barrels at the 
miracle, and there were four manifestations of the fire. 

These barrels Elijah must have had secretly conveyed to the 
northern kingdom and hidden in different places, probably buried 
or placed in caves, one full barrel and the four empty ones being 
placed at Mount Carmel. 

When the challenge to the priests of Baal was given, and the 

people in their thousands gathered round, Elijah allows the priests 

• 

“ Carbide of calcium is dangerously explosive if it comcH into contact with water ; 
in consequence of which it is sent out in iron drums, inclosed in wooden oases for 
great sr safety, so that the proceeding is evidently quite reasonable. 
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of Baal the first trial until nc*on, when he begins to build an altar 
to the Lord and prepares the sacrifice. It reads as if he did it all 
himself, but at any rate he had attendants at his bidding, as the 
subsequent juoceedings show. Around the altar he digs a trench 
capable of holding ‘ two measures of seed,’ to confine the naphtha 
from running out dangerously amongst the people when he should 
call them to come near. This took Elijah till about the time of the 
evening sacrifice, which Josephus tells us was half-way between noon 
and simset, when the sun would still be shining in full force. In 
summer this would give Elijah about four hours to do his work. 

When all was ready water is poured over all to show that there 
was no concealed fire, but it was not measures which were used for 
the purpose, but four empty barrels which were already there, with 
a fifth full of the naphtha probably as well. Measures, as being open, 
and usually used for such purposes, would have been more convenient, 
but barrels are especially designed for carrying fluids about in, and 
are rarely mentioned in Scripture, wine being generally conveyed in 
skins and oil in jars, neither of which would have ]>een suitable for 
naphtha ; therefore the presence of barrels here is worth noting. 

The barrels are filled with water in the sight of the people and 
poured over the altar again and again in the eye of the sun; the 
last, as we must suppose, being the barrel of naphtha. 

Then Elijah prayed, and a very sincere prayer we may be sure it 
was. The future of his nation as well as his own life were at stake— 
would the answering fire come or not ? The flame bursts forth and 
we have Elijah’s triumph; and immediately, as with Moses and 
Zoroaster, and in a lesser degree we may add with Drummond, on 
like occasions, we have the simultaneous conviction of the people, 
and the shout arises : ‘ The Lord, he is the God ; the Lord, he is the 
God.’ The naphtha, being lighter than water, would float on the top 
in the trench and account for the fire licking up the water therein. 

The use Elijah made of the three remaining vessels of naphtha 
is desperate reading, and we may be excused for passing on. ]’rr>bably 
the impression left by it placed an odium on the use of the sacred 
fire like that which happened after the punishment of Korah’s 
»ebelIion with it by Moses ; at any rate, it is doubtful if there is any 
reference to it after this in the Old Testament canon. 

There is a slight indication of the knowledge of an explosive com¬ 
bustible in one of the apocryphal stories of Daniel, after which comes 
the account in the second book of Maccabees, but this so lucidly 
clears up the whole matter that we will postpone its consideration 
until the last. 

Passing this, then, for the present, the next evidence of any manipu¬ 
lation of the fire is given by Josephus, which fairly shows that the 
priesthood in his time kept a stock of the naphtha, probably in the 
cellars under the Temple; its use, however, in the Temple fires and 
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sacrifices having become so regular, or at, any rate periodical, as not 
to attract or require particular notice. 

' Josephus tells us that Herod, hearing that Hyreanus had found 
a treasure in King David’s sepulchre, goes to see if ho can find some 
more, but , 

as for any money he found none, as H3T:oanu8 had done, but that furniture of 
gold and those precious goods that wore laid up there, all wliioh he took away. 
However, he l|ad a great desire to make a more diligent search, and to go farther, 
in, even as far as the very bodies of David and Solomon, whore two of his guards 
were slain by a flame that burst out apon those that wont in, as the report wjis. 
So he was terribly affrighted, and went out and»iuiilt a propitiatory monument 
of that fright ho had been in.'‘ 

It has been suggested that this fire was a bituminous gas exhaling 
from the earth, which had accumulated in the tomb like fire-damp 
docs in coal mines, a,nd,rh‘uffs de mieux, this explanation might be 
worth considering, but as the matter stands is quite unnecessary. 

The priests of Jerusalem had the custody of this tomb, which 
had been opened occasionally for centuries without any such fire being 
noticed. It had been visited at least twice not long before, once by 
the priests or Maccabees to hide the treasure there, and once by 
Hyreanus when he plundered it. Herod went at night by torchlight, 
and not finding any money at first rummaged further, where he saw 
some barrels of naphtha, and, one of these being broken opeix in search 
of money, the explosion occurred. Had there been any strong leak 
of gas in this corner of the tomb the whole chamber would have been 
full of it, and the explosion have occurred at once on entrance being 
made; and, besides this, the thing would have been previously well 
known. 

Except thci. Temple itself, there could be no^ place so likely for the 
])riests to store the naphtha as with their other treasures, in the 
sepulchre of King David, and it is very likely that at this time the 
cellars of the Temple were not quite finished, or were not considered 
safe from sacrilegious ransacking; and this view is entirely corroborated 
by the latest evidence we have of the existence of this fire in connection 
with the Temple of Jerusalem. 

It is thus told by Graetz in his History of the Jews : 

• 

iSo hardly did Christian Romo now deal with tho Je^fs that tho advent of 
Jidian the Apostate, w’ho tried to reinstate the old w'orship of Rome, a.d. 301, 
w'as a period of great relief. There was even some movement towards rebuilding 
the Temple at Jerusalem. But while tho w^orkmen were engaged in clearing 
away the ruin, volumes of fire burst forth from the subterranean vaults, and this 
was supposed to bo such a signal mark of God’s displeasure that the workmen 
were seized with a panic and the work was discontinued, never to bo resumed. 

Now, how can we explain tins account except by supposing that 
the workmen burst into a store of the sacred naphtha, when perhaps 


Antiquities, Book xvi. c. vii. 
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the spark |roir) a workmajj’s tool set it alight ? Any suggestion of 
petroleum gas is even more unlikely than in the case of David’s 
sepulchre. The cellars of the Temple had been long in use, and any 
such escape would have been weU known. And we may also remark 
that both in this outbreak of the fire, as w^ell as that at King David’s 
sepulchre, the impression at once conveyed was that it was of Di\dne 
origin. 

„ Tills account of the outbreak of the fire in the cellars of the Temple 
brings us to a time overlapping that when Constantine is said to have 
had the composition of the Greek fire revealed to him by an angel, 
and is the last incident we’ have connecting this sort of fire in any way 
with the worship or Temple of the Jews. 

We will now go back and consider tlie account given in the second 
of Maccabees. 

This work is allowed to have been written between the years 140 
and 60 b.c., and, although somewhat loosely composed in parts, is good 
evidence on such a subject as this. 

We gather that Judas Maccabeus and the (kumcil at Jerusalem 
inform the Alexandrian Jews that they are about to cleanse the 
altar at Jerusalem and renew the sacrifices with some sacred ‘Naphthar ’ 
which has been handed down to them by ‘ Neemias.’ 

Therefore whereas wo aro now purposed to keep tlio punficuliou of the Tcmplo 
upon the five-aud-twentieth day of the month (.’asleu, wc thought it necessary 
to certify you thereof, that ye also might kei;p it as the feast of the tahernados, 
and of the fire which was given us whiju Nccmias offered sacrifice after tliat ho 
had builded the Temple and the altar. For when our fathers were led into 
Persia the priests that were then devout took fin of the altar 'privily, and hid 
it in an hollow place of a pit without water, where they kept it sure, so that th() 
place was unknown to all men. Now', after many yeans, whoi^ it pleased Clod. 
Neemias, being sent from the King of Pensia, did send of the i)ostoritv of tho'-e 
priests that had hid it to the fire, l)ut when they told us they found no fire hut 
thick water then commanded he them to draw it up and to l)ring it, and when 
the sacrifices were laid on Neemias commanded the jwicsts to sprinkle the wood 
and the things laid thereupon with the water. When this w'as done, and the 
time came that the sun shone, which aforetime \va.s hid in a cloud, tlierc was a 
great fire kindled, so that every man marvelled. And the priests made a prayer 
Vhilst the sacrifice was consuming, I say both the priests, and all the rest answer¬ 
ing thereto as Nccmias did. . . . Now when the sacrifice was consumed Neemias 
commanded the water Ahat was left to be poured on the stones. When this was 
done there was kindled a flame, but it was consumed by tho«-light that shined 
from the altar. So when this matter was known it was told the King of Persia 
that in the place where the priests that were led away had hid the fire there 
nj)i)carcd water, and that Neemias had purified the Hucriliccs therewith. Then 
the King inclosing the place made it holy, after that he had tried the matter. . . . 
And Neemias called this thing Naphthar, which is as much as to say a cleansing, 
but many men call it Nephi. It is found in the records that Jeremy the prophet 
commanded them that were carried away to take of the fire as it hath been 
signified. . . . Then shall the Lord show them those things, and the glory of 
the Lord shall appear, and the cloud also as it was showed unto Moses, and as when 
Solomon de.sired that the place might be honourably sanctified . . . and as when 
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Moses prayed unto the Lord, the fire camft do^vn from heaven and consumed 
the sacrifice, even so prayed Solomon also, and^ho fire camo dowi\frorn heaven 
and consumed the burijt-offerings. . . . Whereas we then are about, to celebrate 
the 'purification, wo have written unto you and ye shall do well if ye keep the 
same days.” 

This account has met with little attention from commentators, 
who sometimes even stigmatise the letter as an impudent forgery, 
for no other reason that I can see but that the account of the 

•A* • » • * 

‘ Naphthar is considered ‘ wildly improbable’; but, as we have seen,* 
so far is this from being the case, that it is, on the conirary, more than 
j)robable, which sets the subject in anothe^^isjicct. 

On general grounds nothing could be more likely than that such 
a h'.ttCT was written, for as we learn from the first book of Maccabees, 
which is by a different author and inucli better writer, who goes over 
the same time, that as soon as the Maccabees had established a Jewdsh 
government at Jerusalem ihcy sent ambassadors with letters to make 
alliances with the Lacedemonians and Romans, in order to strengthen 
themselves; therefore it is quite in accordance with what we miglit 
cxj)cct that Judas Maccabeus should have sent such a letter to tbe 
Alexandrian Jews, an important and growing community, who not 
long afterwards built themselves an independent temple in Egypt. 

It is true that this letter makes references to passages in Jeremiah 
and Nehemiah which Ave do not find in our version of the Old Testa¬ 
ment. Rut this has been edited over and over again, and these j)arts 
may have been omitted as too explicit, or, what is quite as likely, the 
passages may have been taken fijom some other books attributed 
to Jeremiah and Nehemiah at tliis time, but which subsequent 
examination did not prove of sufficient value or authenticity to be 
included in the canon when this was finally fixed. The references 
in t,he letter to the manifestations of the fire in connection with Moses 
and Solomon are ([uitc correct, and it W'ould be hardly likely that so 
reputable a writer as the author of the second of Maccabees would 
have invented the letter entirely, as the commentators allege, and 
have made false references in it to well-known works which must 
have exposed him to instant detection. 

Rut even if the letter is a pure invention it is still perfectly good 
evidence that the author kpew of the ‘ Naphthar’ and its properties 
about one hundred years n.c. Robinson Crflsoc is confessedly 
fictitious, but would still proA-e, if necessary, that Defoe knew of the 
properties of guns and gunpowder. 

Rut there is one, point which tends to prove that tlie letter is genuine^ 
as it shows that it must have been written before that twenty-fifth 
of Casleu when the fire was to lie used to purify the altar. In this 
case, the only one recorded, the ‘ Naphthar ’ failed to bring down the 
fire as expected, and we cannot conceive that an author would invent 


II. Maccabees i. 18 at seq. 
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Bui‘li a long explanation of its power to bring down fire from heaven, 
which he already knew to \iave been a failure in this respect, whilst 
at the same time he might feel it his duty to'give the letter if, as 
historian, he had access to such a valuable original document. 

This is the account in the tenth chapter of the second of Maccabees: 

Now Maccabeus and his company, the Lord guiding ‘thorn, recovered the 
Tcmj)le and the city . . . and having cleansed the Temple they mode another altar, 
and striking stones they_ took fire out of them, and offered a aacritice after two 
•years and sot forth the incense and lights and shewbroad. . . . Kow upon the 
same tlay that the stranger profaned the Temple, on the very same day it was 
cleansed again, even the fiive-and-twentieth day of the same month, which is Casleu. 

Now the reason the fire did not fall from heaven as expected is 
explained by the date, the 25th day of Casleu, that is, December 14. 
It was winter, and the sun was either overcast or had not sufficient 
power to ignite the naphtha; so, like.the Peruvians, as previously 
quoted from Prescott under like circumstances, they got fire by 
friction, ‘ by striking two stones.’ 

To conclude, the evidence is circumstantial, cumulative, positive, 
and, one would think, sufficient to prove that the prophets and priest s 
of Israel used a highly inflammable fluid, probably a preparation r<f 
refined petroleum, to bring down fire from heaven, at least occasion¬ 
ally ; and although not acceptable to conservative theologians, to 
others, I am sure, must be a great relief. 


F. H. lUbKWILL. 
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The association of comt dians known as the Illustrc Tlientrc (at first a 
society of amateurs) had in.its early days a precarious existence, and 
for some years was witiiout a fixed domicile. The mllr de thCitrc 
at Paris, set up orip;inally hy the Tour de Ncsle (a spot afterwards 
known as the rue Mazarine), and then in the Quartier St. Paul, was 
later transferred to the Tennis (Vjurt, ox jea dc paume, of the ‘(hoix- 
Planche,’ in the Fauhorirg St. (lermain. Here the Soch’ty assumed 
a })rofes3ional character, and settled down for a time, hut it was not 
a financial success. For thirteen years (that is, hetween ](!4() and 

H) 5S, and therefore during the most agitated ])eriod of the Fronde) 
this Society, destined to hecome renowned, moved about from place to 
])lace in diilerent parts of the counhy, a trou])e of strolling playens, 
battling with all kinds of didiculiies and exposed to every manner of 
affront. 

Richelieu, it is true, had accorded his protection to dramatic 
})oets, yet it was by no means easy for strolling jtlayers in the provdnees 
to secure a hearing in public To obtain permission to set up their 
stage many formalities had to be compli(‘d with ; consummate tact 
was called for to handle the snsce[labilities of rival authorities; 

I) o]itic,al and religious prejudices had often to be overcome, 8n]ier- 
stitions, like spectres, to be laid, and favours had to be granted. 

Although in the early years of the seventeenth century organised 
stock companies of professional players at Paris were few, the lllustre 
I’heiitre at the commencement of its career found already in the field 
two formidable rivals—the Theatre du Marais, established in 1600 at 
the Hotel d’Argent, and that of the H-itel de Bourgogne—at which 
latter house Molicre as a child received his first impressions of the 
drama. It was at the height of his fame that he wrote Vhnpromptu 
de Versailles, in which he held up to ridicule the actors of the Hotel 
de Bourgogne. 

Founded by the talented and beautiful actress, Madeleine Bejart, 
the association of the lllustre was practically the Bejart family— 
Bejart p^re, Madeleine his daughter, and her two brothers, Jacques 
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and Loms, both actors of sorne ifepute, notwithstanding their physical 
disadvantages. Of these dtawbacks we get an insight in Elomire 
Hypocondrc, if the author, Boulanger de Chalussay (who, by the way, 
was an unfriendly critic of Mohore), may be trusted. Elomire (Moliore 
in anagram) says to Angelique (who is supposed to represent Madeleine 
Bejart): ‘ Tes fr^Tes ? Qui ? Ce begue, et crt borgqe boiteux ? ’ 

The limping man with one eye was Louis Bejart, who came by 
his misfortune, we are told, in endeavouring to separate two friends 
who were quarrelhng, sword in hand, in the Palais Roy&l. It was 
after tliis accident that he was allotted the part of La Flf'*che (in 
VAvare), and is described J^y' IIarpagon as ‘ cc chien de boiteux-la.’ 
According to Pdval, subsrTquent actors assumed a limp not only in the 
character of La Flochc, but in all Louis’ parts; which misdirected 
imitation seems an echo of the times of Menander and Plautus, when 
actors impersonating the parasites and panders ever present in the 
popular comedies themselves acquired something of their mannerisms 
and affectations. It also calls to mind that prince of flatterers, 
Cleisophos, a hanger-on at the Court of Phihp of Macedon, who wore 
a bandage over liis eye when the King’s eye was injured by an arrow, 
made a wry grimace when Ilis Majesty tasted anything sour, and 
limped at times in keeping with his royal patron. 

Allied with the Bejarts was Mile. Duparc, whom Molit'>rc, and 
many another, courted in vain. It was she whom the author of 
le Cid addressed as she was leaving Rouen : 

Allcz, charmante Iria, allez en d’autres lieux, 

Semer les cloux porils qui naissent de voh yeux. 

The husband of this lady was surnamed Gros-Rem's and was 
probably the butt of Moliere’s ridicule (not wholly uninspired, perhaps, 
by his disappointment) in his plays La jalousie dc Gros-Rew' and 
Gros-RenO t'coliar, works which, unfortunately, have been lost. 

We must remember also La Grange, who was appointed ‘ orator ’ 
of the troupe, for he was for many years a member of this stock 
company. The position of this functionary is dealt with at some 
length by Chapuzeau in Le Tiu dtre Frauf ais. Briefly summed up, 
hisMuties were to annoimce the plays about to be presented, and to 
whet the appetite of the spectators for the feast prepared for them; 
and by his wit and kddress, in a speech at the close of the enter¬ 
tainment, to dismiss the public in a good humour with what they had 
received, and with a craving for more. La Grange also filled leading 
parts in Moliere’s plays, and we owe to him the publication, in 1682, 
of the first complete edition of the great dramatist’s works. 

But the Bejarts, and the others wo have recalled, are remembered 
now only because of their association with Moliere. It was their 
So( ioty in its early uphill days that the young Jean-BaptistePoequelin 
joined as'^l’an "apprentice, and thenceforth assumed his jjrofessional 
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name, Moliore. The assumption of a aigige name was not only custo¬ 
mary then, as at the present day, but in Mohere’s time it was common 
•for an actor to call himself by several names, according to the nature 
of the character he was representing. Thus, le Grand was Belleville 
in comedy and Turlupin in farce ; and Gueru was known as Flechelles 
in tragedy and as Gautier Garguille in comedy. 

It was in the Illustre Theatre that Moliere learnt stage business— 
the mechajfiism, so to speak, of dramatic spectacle. It was there l^c 
felt the first promptings of his talents as a playwright, and found in 
the Bejarts a warm appreciatio*n of his^udding gifts, and a readiness 
to present his works to the public. It is^ open secret that he was 
in love with La Bejart (as Madeleine was called), but it is absurd to 
suppose (as some of liis biographers have done) that this passion, by 
softening and sweetening his disposition, and thus maldng him more 
susceptible to refined ard subtle impressions, was the cause of the 
unfoldmcnt of the poet’s genius and bis future renown. A dominant 
cause should be conspicuous in its eilccts : but in Molicre’s works it is 
not the romantic, but the comic, side of life that is conspicuous. To 
judge of the effects of environment U])on the germs of natural gifts 
the whole environment must be taken into acecunt. One of Moliere’s 
apologists says of liim that neither in success, nor in disappointment, 
nor on the slippery domain of the heart, does he lose his equilibrium. 
And why ? we may ask. Because, like the tight-rope walker, liis eye 
is fixed u])on something which is not himself. He was 8uscej)tible 
of the excitement of the tender passion, but it did not turn liis head. 
He looked inwards upon himself. But outw'ards as well upon the world, 
which is moved by many passions, and not by one passion alone. 
His interests were cosmopolitan. His eye sought the widest horizons. 
In the natuBc; of the dramatic poet the influences of external observa¬ 
tion and of self-analysis meet; in him they are the seed and the soil. 
Onl^'^ by experience of both can the playwright discover the secret 
of touching the chords of mirth and feehng in others, lie of ail men 
must learn that the individual is a })ieee of the human mosaic, with a 
general resemblance to the whole, but is not in every respect a criterion 
of every other piece. No one reahsed this better than Moliere, who 
so held up the mirror that the spectator saw both himself and his 
species, both the accideiltal and the universal yi human nature, and 
thus his art was truly the viloc speculum et exemplar morum. 

In the practical school of the Illustre Thc.'itre, Moliere discovered 
the chiaroscuro of his art—the proper distribution of light and shade 
in dramatic presentation; so, too, the subtle and various springs of 
human emotion and feeling came under his eye, and he perceived 
the different forces which excite them ; and his ingenuity never failed 
to discern the methods of presenting such influences with the most 
telling effect. 

It would be difihcult to frame surroundings better calculated 
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to stimulate and train the giits of the dramatic poet than those in the 
midst of which Moliere found himself. In the pcventeenth century 
the Italian school of comedy, based on the works of the Roman and 
Greek playwrights, and represented by Ariosto, Cardinal Bibbiena, 
Machiavclli, Ludovico Dolce, Lorenzino de Mcdicis and others, had the 
popular ear throughout France —in particular in the southern provinces, 
where Molivre’s apprenticeship was completed. This influence obtained 
f^om the fourteenth to the eighteenth century. ^The multiplicity of 
incidents crowded together in the works of these popular authors, 
the intrigues and surprises, tlje compHcated plots, and their sudden 
and often improbable dniZaemeiU, appealed to the imagination of the 
Spanish and French dramatists, and were largely copied by them. 
That they were favoured, too, by Moliere is seen in VEtourdi, le dvpit 
Atnoureux, Bom Garde de Navarre, le Mrdecin Volant, and elsewhere. 
The literary atmosphere of the time was thus congenial, and useful to 
the poet, but it was not the source of his inspiration. To study the 
moral anatomy of human nature we must see it not darkly, as through 
a glass, but face to face, and the social upheaval that was going on 
around Moh^ re gave him tliis opportunity. Those were not days 
when pains were taken to disguise prejudices, or to conceal passions, 
or to restrain the expression of feeling in speech or in act. As the 
players of the day had put aside the masks in wliich actors of classic 
times had strutted the boards, so the ]>layer.s on the social stage, under 
tlie violence of opposing social conditions then obtaining, stripped 
oflE every disguise and exposed their characters, with all their defects, 
to the light. WjTiat a museum was chus opened for the study of men 
and manners ! 

We must not confound the Italian playwrights we have namc'd 
with the Italian comedians who, at a later date, performed for a short 
season at the Hotel do Bourgogne. The plays of the latter were 
little better than improvisations, and can only by courtesy be said to 
belong to the literature of Italian comedy. This theatre, we are told 
in the Memoirs of Saint-Simon, was closed by the order of the King, 
and the players driven from the country, because they presented a 
pi^cc called la Fausse prude, in which Madame de Maintenon (very 
thinly disguised) was held up to ridicule. 

It may also be trxje that the stormy atmosphere of Moliorc’s time 
was conducive not only directly to the evolution of his art, but to its 
appreciation and enjoyment. His aim was to amuse rather than to 
instruct, and it was amusement that was wanted. War at home and 
abroad, religious persecutions and uprisings, the evils attending an 
autocratic and arbitrary Government, social disturbances and changing 
fortunes, had become chronic, and the country was sick of it all. 
People wanted distraction, not mere buffoonery—whose efiects may bo 
telling in acute cases, but are transient and have a depressing reaction 
—but some legitimate intellectual excitement to mirth; and this was 
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the mood to welcome the exhilaratijig -mt and piquant satire of the 
great comic plajrwright. / 

In the early days when Moli(^re first joined the Illustre Theatre 
*the Society was financed by the Baron de Modfena, who had takp7i 
Madeleine Bejart under his protection. This protection was relaxed 
in 1646, when the Barpn left Paris for the wars; and we may well 
suppose that his financial support was relaxed at the same time, and 
that it was this that decided the troupe of players to leave the capital, 
and try their fortunes in the provinces. Whatever the cause, the 
peregrinations that followed must have been of invaluable service to 
Moliere in enlarging his experience of qjeii and tilings and in ripening 
its fruit. He moved about midst constaTftt}^ sliifting scenes, playing 
all kinds of parts, learning stage-management, and studying the Greek 
and Latin playwrights. He had not the advantage of Madame 
Dacier’s translations, which appeared some years later ; nor, pre¬ 
sumably, did he need translations, for w('- learn from Griraarest that 
he turned into French nearly the, whole, of Lucretius. De Villicrs, 
in la Zi'hnde, speaks of Moliere as one who liad read all tlic satires 
of the old Italian and Spanish writ('ra. He was familiar with Lope 
de Vega, the author of eighteen hundred comedies in verse ! Hc 
knew too, probably, the dramatic works of t'alderon, who was his 
contemporary ; also those of Alexandre Hardy, Robert Gamier, and 
Paul Scarron, his own countrymen. Racine, perhaps, came too late 
to influence him, but the great Corneille and Boileau were his friends. 
During his thirteen years’ wanderings Moliere was all the time taking 
notes of the panorama of types and manners that passed before him. 
To realise how varied these pictures must have been, notwithstanding 
the fact that his travels were confined to his own country, we have only 
to remember that in the seventeenth century the diffcrcnc''s between 
the customs, habits, and manners of the provinces and of the capital, 
and those between one province and another, were much more distinct 
and pronounced than at the present day. Interests, public and 
private, were more centralised; there was a degree of exclusiveness, 
arising from insulation and ignorance, that bred suspicion and 
excited jealousy; privileges wore often confounded with rights, and 
customs with laws. A neighbouring province was regarded as a 
foreign country, and Paris often as an unfriendly Power. These 
moods, whether due to Tacial or to geographical causes, or co both, 
would exhibit variety of character and temperament, and modification 
of language, to a degree we cannot wholly appreciate at the present 
day; although such varieties in some particulars may still be found 
in an attenuated form in France, and, indeed, in every large country 
where the political links joining the parts together have been forged 
by conflict and conquest. True it is that human nature at bottom is 
one ; and Molmre, like Shakespeare, has drawn his pictures for all time 
because he perceived this kinship with the eye of an anatomist. But be 
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has given us something mi re than fundamental relations: he has 
added to them accidental traits, and characteristics, and local colouring, 
so that while his works are an epitome of the foibles, conceits, and 
vices common to the human race, they are also a history of the manners, 
fashions, and tastes of his day. 

It is difficult to follow the route of the peregrinations of these 
strolling players. If traditions on the subject are a guide, there are 
few cities that were not visited by them. From the trustworthy 
evidence that is available it would appear that their juurneyings 
were principally in the South—^in the Land of the Troubadours, where 
the echoes of the songs of Goufcelin were still in the air ; although they 
visited Rouen, Lyons, N^tes, and Grenoble, in which last town the 
Garnival was i)a88ed in 1658. The register of the Hotel de Ville of 
Nantes, under date ‘ Jeudy23' jour d’Apvril mil six cent ([uaranto 
huit,’ says: 

Ce jour est vonii an Bureau le Sr. Morlicrrc, I’lin doB connui^diens de la 
trouppe du Bufresiie, qui a romonsfcre que la reste do lad. trouppe doit anver 
ced. jOur en cestc ville, ct a snpplye tr^!S heumblement MeesiourB lour perrr.ottre 
de monter sur Ic teatro pour reproHentor leiirs comiai'dyea. Sur quoi, de 
I’advys comnmn du Bureau, a est^ arrestd quo la trouppe dead, comini'diona 
tardora de monter Bur le toatro jusques i dimanche proehain, auqueljour il sera 
advise cc qui sera trouvo il propos.' 

It was not, however, until the 17th of May that permission was 
obtained by the players to perform there. The Dufrosne mentioned 
in the above extract (for which we are indebted to M. Pchoiit, of 
the National Library of Nantes) was the. business manager of the 
troupe, and was associated with it throughout its travels. In those 
times, when people moved leisurely, and the flaming poster as nvant- 
rx)uricr was unknow'n, the work of the r'gisseur was not so onerous 
as to prevent liim taking part in the representations, und we may 
suppose that Dufresne (who had a certain reputation as a comedian) 
also performed on occasion with Moli‘''rc. It was impossible for a 
dramatic performance to be advertised much in advance of the event, 
for application for permission to perform had to be made by the 
actors in person, evidence had to be furnished that the applicants 
were reputable, that the object of their entertainment was to amuse 
the public, without any ulterior design, and that the members of 
the troupe had no infectious disease. In addition to other matters 
(for the due consideration whereof it was essential that all the members 
of the Bureau applied to should meet in consultation), it was a condi¬ 
tion to the granting of a licence that at least one performance should 
be given for the benefit of the local hospital. In the archives of the 
IL'itel Dieu at Lyons is a record that Moli»'*re and his troupe under¬ 
took to give the proceeds of two representations to the po'or of that 
city. It is worth noting that this tax is levied upon players, almost 
' Tor the full extract from the register see M. Moland’s Life of Mulidre. 
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without exception, at the present Aaythroughout Franco, and is 
paid by these warm-hearted people con amore. But permission to 
perform was only tte first step to be taken by ^trolling players in 
Moliore’s day. To make their efforts a success much backstair 
climbing had to be done. The goodwill of magistrates, magnates, and 
other influential'persorihges had to be secured, the smiles of local 
women of fasliion to be won, the caprices of social butterflies to be 
humoured.^ Cajolery, flattery, promises and. presents, and every 
device known to diplomacy, had to be employed to this end. 

Between 1059 and 1004 (that is, after his wanderings came to a 
close) Molierc is said to have written^‘!l'-.''h>zen plays, only two of 
which— le Mrdecin Volaiit and La Jalousie de BarhouiW —have been 
preserved. It is very probable that the outlines of these works, 
with some light and shade, had been broadly sketched in the provinces, 
and were suggested by charactcis and incidents that came under 
liis eye at the time, and that the fresh im f)re8sions d'apres Nature 
were afterwards elaborated by the author in Paris. A sketch from 
Nature is generally spoiled by being what is often improperly called 
‘ finished ’ in the studio, and this may account for the absence of some 
of Molicrc’s works. Le Medrcin Volant is an adaptation of an Italian 
farce in which the doctor plays the harlequin—a nimble personage, 
constantly changing Ins guise, jumping through windows, here, there, 
and everywhere. 

It was not uncommon with the Itahan playwrights of the day to 
sketch the characters of a play, indicate the outlines of its plot, 
and determine the nature and peiiods of its denomment, and to leave 
the actors free to supply their own dialogue. Tins course may have 
been followed in some of the lost plays, since it applies to the two 
of that period that have been preserved, for Ic. Medecin Volant was 
developed later into le Mt'decin malgrv lui, and la Jalousie de Bar- 
bouillr into George Dandin. This would not apply, perhaps, to le 
Docteur Anioureux —a piece of some importance, we may suppose, 
since it was commended by Boileau. and was much applauded when 
played before the King and the Queen-mother. 

There is an amusing tradition of Toulouse which may be men¬ 
tioned here. This is one of the many cities which claim to have afforded 
hospitality to the great dramatist and his trouj^e. Moliere (says the 
tradition) wag opposed in liis application for a hccnce to perform at 
Toulouse by a certain doctor. He obtained the licence notwith¬ 
standing through the influence of some friends with the Capitord ; 
but he did not forgive the hostility of the doctor, and determined to 
make him suffer, if he could, for his op])Osition. Circumstances 
favoured .this design. The poet made the acquaintance of a yoimg 
man who was disconsolate because a certain demoiselle, the object 
of his affections, was about to be married, against her will, to a very 
objectionable old man. 
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‘ Does the young lady relLrn ^oux passion ? ’ asked Moliore. 

‘ With all her heart,’ replied the lover, 

‘ And who is your rival ? ’ * 

‘ The doctor who opposed your application.’ 

‘ Consider yourself out of your difficulties,’ cried Moliere with glee. 
‘ See that your lady-love and her relations <are at ,my spectacle to¬ 
morrow, and, above all, that this doctor is there too.’ 

The young man carried out these instructions to the letter; the 
j^crformancc took jjlace ; the doctor, when it was over, huiried away, 
with"a'langhingTand'ijeering crowd at his heels; and the projected 
marriage was brol^cn offj 3 j-"ihe young lady’s relations. The play 
that Moli(Te had presented was le Docteur Amoureux, and it was so 
written up by the author that the name-part depicted the manners, 
gestures, verbosity, and affectations of his enemy to the life, and 
these were so presented as to overwhelm liim with ridicule. 

Whether or not this tradition be well founded, it is at least plausible. 
At a time when ‘ gag ’ was largely allowed, and often encouraged, 
and, as we have said, not infrequently relied upon for the dialogue, 
and when the attitude of the players towards the spectators was 
familiar and confidential, almost to the degree that obtained in the 
days of I’lautus and Terence, actors had the opjiortunity of setting 
off their private grievances against individuals by indulging on the 
stage in personalities, a possibility sufficient in itself to account for 
the suspicion with which they were regarded. To holt! u]i to ridicule 
every form of cant, and affectation w’as Moliere’s mHier. He seemed 
to tind j)articidar satisfaction in castigating the frailties and conceits 
of the faculty. Is it t.oo much to supjiose that to his general distrust 
of the disciples of Hijtpocrates a personal animosity may have on one 
occasion been added ? 

In 105-1 Molicre’s troupe W'ere appointed comedians fo the Prince 
of Conti. I’he Abbe tie Cosnac (afterwards Archbishop of Aix) 
has given in liis Memoirs a circumstantial account of how tliis dis¬ 
tinction came about. 'J’he Prince of Conti was at liis chiitcau of La 
Grange-des-Pres, at Pezenas, with liis mistress, Madame de Calvimont. 
The Abbe held an aj>})ointment in the household, and one of his duties 
was to cater for liis jiatron's amusements, having, as he tells us, 

‘ I’i^rgent ties menus plaisirs de ce prince.’ Madame de Calvimont 
expressed the desire’ to be entertained by some comedians. It so 
chanctid that La Pejart and her troupe were in Languedoc at the 
moment, and the Abbe cugagod them to give a performance at the 
(/iiateau on a certain day. The players must have been gratified by 
this invitation, for de Conti w'as the Cliief of the Army of the Fronde, 
an intlividuid much in evidence at the time, and brother of the Grand 
(bnde. To Moliere it liad a special significance, for he and the Prince 
had been at college together at Clermont. ‘ Les Comediens,’ says 
M. Jal, ‘ comme les trouveres, les menestrels et les bateleurs, allaient 
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toujours frapper aux portes des chatijaux/royaux, pour tirer quelquos 

bons profits de lour Industrie,’ and it ap])oars that before tlie o<un(*dians 
arrived another trortpc of players under the direction of Cormier 
came upon the scene, and so impatient was the Prince to bo amused 
that he insisted upon their beiiif? retained in place of Molii'-re’s troujic. 
Besides the Fringe’s impatience there seems another reason for this 
sudden change of programme, for the Abbe says that ‘ les presents 
(juc fit la troupe de Cormier Madame dc Calvimout cngagerent a la 
retenir.’ * • 

When Moliere and his colltiagues found that their engagement 
was cancelled, they asked the Prince t>^at h‘ast refund them their 
travelling expenses; but ‘M.le Prince avait trouve bon de s’opiniAtrer 
a cetto bagatelle.’ When the Abbe tohl his patron that he had 
engaged Moliere’s troupe, the Prince replied that he himself had 
engaged Cormier’s, and that it was more fitting for an Abb6 than for 
a Prince to break his promise. This was not the ojnnionof de Cosnac, 
wlio rather than deciivc Molierc engaged him at his own cx])ense to 
give a performance ar the tlieatre at Pezenas. The representatiem 
cost two thousand ecus--which would be 210k or 4H0k, according to 
whclher the ecus were sjnall or large. It a[)pear8 that the secretary 
of the Prince, Sarrasin (who had fallen in love with Duparc, the 
‘ charmante Ji-is ’ of Corneille), persuaded his master to give Cormier 
his cntuir, and to bestow his special protection to the troupe of the 
Illustre, Theatre. This honour was enjoyed by Molierc and his Society 
until the Erolc dcs Femmes and Doti. Juan were produced, when the 
Prince, taking olbrnc-e. at the ext^-avagance and bad taste of those 
])lays, mthdrew his favour from their author. But when this (;ame 
about Molierc could afford to lose the Prince’s protection. The g«)od 
will of Armand dt; Conti was flattering and useful to a strolling jjlayer ;■ 
but a pla 3 n‘r and author mounting by giant strides the ladder of 
lame, and playing in ro^^al palaces, looked for something higher than 
the approbation of an individual like Conti, whom (’ardinal Retz has 
described as ‘ un zero qui nc se rnultiplioit que parce qu’il etoit j)rince 
dll sang. ... La mechancet6 faisoit en lui ce que la foiblcssc 
faisoit en M. d’Orleans.’ 

When Moliere’s travels came to an end, and the curtain had fallen 
on the vast scene of kaleidoscopic forms and colours they had afiordi:d, 
there was yet another picture of human nature to*bc presented to liiin, 
one which was to be seen only at Paris, or, at all events, nowhere else 
on such a large canvas and in such a strong light. We refer to the 
school of the Hotel de la Marquise de Kainbouillet, the n'union of 
grand laihes and princes and of men oi iashion*, wit and leanhng. 
’These ‘ Pri'eieux,’ as they were called, are described by MtAaiid as ‘ une 
sorte dc socle qui teii(h>it a exagerer de plus en plus ces doctrines 
morales et htteraires. Hans Ic principe, la coterie aristocratique 
n’avoit pas ete sans utihte, et Ic pouvoir quelle cxer 5 a eut plus d’un 
VoL. LX—No. 354 X 
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resultat saluiaire ; mais onyotoi^c vite arrive a un excrs de prudcrio 
romanesque; et un goCit puromeni, artificiel.’ 

We are indebted to tlic follies and extravagances of these beaux 
es'prits of the seventeenth century for Molierc’s Prhieuses Ridicules, 
which, whilst it had the effect of producing a general reform in morals, 
taste, and in the polite arts, has made it irajiossiblet for the abuses it 
has exposed and corrected to recur. ‘ Croyez-raoi,’ said Menage upon 
seeing the lirst representation of the comedy, ^ il nous fandra hrCiler 
be que nous avoirs adore, et adorer ce que nous a\-ons bride.’ 

Molierc affords one of the few exam[)les there are of a poetical 
genius who is at the same ^jtno a man of affairs, having an eye to getting 
on in the world, and, as dc Vize puts it (when speaking of the drama¬ 
tist’s tact and insight), ‘ sachant ce (]u'il falloit faire pour rcussir.’ 

Passing from the protection of Conti, Moli're and his troupe 
secured that of riuli|ipc, the only brother of Louis the Fourteenth, and 
thus obtained the title of ‘ Ics Comediens de Momsieur.’ 

If the early days of the lllustre Theatre are obscured, it is because 
its leading spirit had not yet put fortli its jiowers. On the later years 
of Molicre’s career there is the light that he himself shed. I’he poet- 
actor had become a star in the firmament that attracted the eye iiy 
its increasing brilliance. It was this lustre that so illuminated his 
course t hat the cluoniclers could not lose sight, of it. When, in 1658, 
he and his troupe returned to Paris, and by Koyal fa\our were inst alled 
in the palace of Richelieu, the lllustre Tlientn'was no more. As a 
society of strolling players it had pas.sed away, for with Moliere at its 
head, and some of his old colloagiV'S still around liim, it had become 
Le Theatre du Roi. 


David H. Wilson. 





'agricultural education 

IN THE UNITED. STATES 


The prosoiit system of agriciiltural eduoalion in tlie Unit'’d States 
may be said to have originated witli tlie Morrill Act of 1802. Long 
]>rior to this, spasmodi efforts had been made to advance ih'* inter¬ 
ests of agncnltnre through education. In J7i)() Washington, in his 
annual Message to Congress, had recommended the establishment 
of a National University, pointing out that, with reference either to 
individual or national welfare, agriculture is of primary importance, 
and urging tha(, in ])roportlon as nations advance in population, and 
other cireumstanci's of material pros])erity, this truth becomes more 
and more ap])iirent, and rtniders the cultivation of the soil more and 
mor(' an obj(*et of public patronage. At that time, however. Congress 
did not fall in with the suggestion, aiul various causes, such as the 
war of 1812-1815, contributed to^retard the progress of agricultural 
e.ducation for many years. At length public opinion was rudely 
awakened to the necessity of taking some definite steps by the, failure 
of the crops in 1837-38, and by the rapid exhaustion of the soil, which 
was becoming a matter of serious concern in all States bordering 
on the Atiantic seaboard. The agitation for agricultural education 
became general, and in New York petitioiH were presented t() the 
Legislature asking for State-aid. A committee was ajipointed, and 
after deploring that ^ there is no school, no seminary, no subdivision 
of any school in which the science of agriculture is taught,’ advised 
the ehablisliment of a school for this science. Between IS'ffi and 
1850 agricultural schools were established by private enterprise in 
various places in the State, but Miciiigan was the first State to put 
into actual operation an educational institution for the direct promo¬ 
tion of technical training in agriculture. The constitution of that 
State, which was adopted in 1850, required that ’ the leg'slature shall 
provide for the establislunent of an agricultural school for agriculture, 
and the natural sciences connected therewith.’ Jn pursuance of this 
proviso, tlie legislature passed an Act in 1855 authorising the Board of 
Education to organise such an institution, and a college, near Lansing, 
was lonnally opened in 1857, with sixty-one students and five, 
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professors. Other States ortaniaed similar institutions, and the activity 
of the friends of agricultural education culminated in the Morrill 
Act. By this Act, which was introduced .nto the House of Repre¬ 
sentatives by Mr. Ifustin S. Morrill in December 18G1, and to whicn 
President Lincoln affixed his s’gnaturo on the 2nd of July, 18G2, 
30,000 acres of land for each member of Dongress were bestowed 
upon the several States for the establishment of colleges ‘ to teach such 
branches of learning as arc related to agriculture and the mechanic 
^rts.’ The amount 'of land actually allotted to the scv^eral States 
ranged from 24,000 acres in Alabamji to 990,000 acres in the State 
of New York. Thus a tcrrifccry comprising 9,559,241 acres altogether 
was appropriated out oF'the public lands of the United States for 
the purposes of education. Unwise management appears to have led 
many States to dispose of the land prematurely, but the total fund 
received from the sales amounts to about 2,250,0(X)Z. 

The establishment of a National Board of Agriculture was lf)ng 
delayed by the indifference of the farmers and by certain constitu¬ 
tional difficulties. In 1836, when the Patent Office became a separate 
bureau, it undertook to help tiie farmers by the distribution of seeds 
and plants. This work grew, until (Commissioner D. P. Holloway, of 
Indiana, brought forward an elaborate plan for the creation of a 
‘ Department of the Productive Arts, to care for all the industrial 
interests of the country, but especially for agriculture.’ Congress 
adopted a portion of the, scheme, and on the 1st ol July, 1862, a 
Department of Agriculture was formally organised. In 1864 an 
area of thirty-five acres in the city of Washington was assigned to 
the Department, and was used for some years as an experimental 
farm. The main building, at present occupied by the Department, 
was erected in 1868, when the grounds were converted into a land¬ 
scape and botanic garden. New buildings, upon which Congress 
authorised an expenditure of 1,500,0(X) dollars, are now in course of 
erection. As originally defined, the duties of the Department were 
‘ to acquire and diffuse among the people of the United States useful 
information on subjects connected with agriculture in the most 
general and comprehensive sense of that word, and to procure, propa¬ 
gate, and distribute among the people new and valuable seeds and 
j^lants.’ The Secretary of Agriculture is charged with the super¬ 
vision of all public business relating to the agricultural industry, but 
has no direct control over the action of individual States beyond an 
advisory supervision over the experiment stations in receipt of grants 
from the National Treasury. In accordance with the Act of the 
3rd of March, 1903, the Department includes nine distinct bureaux 
and four other divisions and offices. The appropriations for the 
Department have risen from 5,013,960 dollars in 1903 to' 5,944,540 
dollars in 1905. About 43,(X)0I. are expended annually upon the 
D\vv«.\ou ol PulAications alone, which includes the library. This 
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library is probably the most oomple^« cf/^lectioii of agricultural and 
technical sciimtific literature in the world. It po.'^sos^es between 
eighty and ninety thousand volunaes and pamphleto, which are placed 
at the disposal of agriculturists and scientists in dilTercnt parts of 
tlie country provided the loan of them does not interfere with the 
work of the Depifrtment* For the publications there is a constantly 
increasing demand. During 1904 the number issued was 972, in 
editions aggregating 12,421,386 copies. They are distributed to all 
public libraries, farmers, and people interested in agriculture, as welf 
as to agricultural classes. In addition to the Department’s publica¬ 
tions, books on agricultural subjects a?e issued by nearly all the 
States and Territories of the Union, and distributed free at reduced 
postal rates to farmers and others. 

As the establishment of the land-grant colh'ges proceeded, it was 
found tliat the income from -the land-giant funds, even when supple¬ 
mented by liberal contributions from the States and other sources, 
was inadec|uatc. Mr. 3Iorrill, therefore, iiitroduc ‘d a second Bill, 
which became law on the 30th of August, 1890, providing for the 
annual aiipropriation to each State and Territory, out of the funds 
aris'ng from the sale of public lands, of a further sum of 25,000 dollars 
for the more complete endowment and maintenance of colleges of 
agriculture and the mechanic arts. Under the two Morrill Acts 
colleges are now in operation in all the States and Territories except 
Alaska, Haw^aii, and Porto ilieo. The total number of tlii'se institu¬ 
tions is sixty-five, of which sixty-three now furnish courses of instruc¬ 
tion in agriculture. In twenty-otie States the agricultural colleges 
are departments of the State unive.rsities. In fifteen States and 
Territories separate institutions having c.ourses in agriculture arc 
maintained for the coloured race. All of the colleges for white persons 
and several of those for negroes offer four-year cour.ses in agriculture 
and its related sciences leading to bachelors’ degriics, and many pro¬ 
vide for post-graduate study. About forty-five of them also provide 
spi'cial, short, and correspondence courses in the different branches 
of agriculture, including agronomy, horticulture, animal husbandry, 
])oultry culture, cheese-making, dairying, sugar-making, rural engineer¬ 
ing, farm mechanics, and other technical subjects. The. total number 
of persons engaged in the work oi education ^and researcli in the 
land-grant eoileges and the experiment stations in 1901 was 4,666, 
and the number of students 56,226, of whom 4,640 were in the four- 
year course in agriculture, and 5,281 in short, special coursi’s. Tlie 
couTse differs considerably in different colleges jn regard to the, re¬ 
quirements for admission and graduat'on. Jn some cases students 
are admitted direct from the common schools ; m others, there is an 
entrance examination of the saniii standaid as that reijuired for matricu¬ 
lation at colleges of the first grade. With a f''w exceptions each college 
offers free tuil.ion to residents of the State in which it is located. 
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Where the tuition is not frlje, scholarships are obtainable, and in all 
opportunities are given for some students to ea’n part of their ex¬ 
penses by their own labour. The expenses range from 125 to 300 
dollars for the school year. 

The organisation of the colleges varies a good deal, and they 
may be divided into three classes: (1) those having courses in agri¬ 
culture only ; (2) those having courses in agriculture along with others 
in a variety of subjects, especially mechanic arts; and i(3) colleges 
(or schools or departments) of agriculture forming a part of universi¬ 
ties. The following are types of each class : 

(1) The Massachusetts Agricultural College. This is the only 
exclusively agricultural college in the United States. Attached to 
the college, which is situated at Amherst, is a farm of about 40() 
acres, of which 150 are under cultivation for field crops, and 
100 are devoted to horticulture and forestry. There is a definitel)'^ 
prescribed curriculum for three years; in the fourth and last year 
the student is allowed wide latitude of choice among numerous 
specialities, ‘ English ’ and ‘ military tactics ’ being the only compulsory 
subjects. It is interesting to note that ‘ military tactics ’ form a 
regular part of the instruction at nearly every college. On the com¬ 
pletion of the four years’ course students receive the degree of Bachelor 
of Science. Candidates for admission must be at least sixteen years 
old, and are required to pass an entrance examination. There are- 
numerous scholarships and money prizes. The expenses for board 
and tuition amount to between 311. and G21. per annum. The college 
is under the general management'of fourteen trustees appointed by 
the Oovernor, with four cx-officio members. 

(2) Iowa State College of Agriculture and Mechanic Arts. The 
agricultural and mechanical colleges have such different Kirganisations 
that no single institution will serve as a type of them all. The Iowa 
College, at Ames, however, represents those institutions whose de¬ 
velopment has been along broad lines, and in which the agricultural 
course, maintained side by side with a number of courses in the arts 
and sciences, is being more thoroughly organised and specialised in 
accordance with the general’ advance in educational ideas. It was 
founded in 1869 by the State as a purely agricultural college, and 
did not assume its present character until the passing of the Morrill 
Act in 1862. The college lands comprise about 1,000 acres, of which 
120 are set apart for college grounds and form a beautiful park. Con¬ 
siderable attention is paid to animal husbandry. The farm consists 
of rolling prairie, bottoms and woodland, and is stocked with pedigree 
ri'presentatives of different breeds of horses, cattle, shecj), and hogs. 
These animals are used in class illustrations and for various experi¬ 
ments in breeding and feeding for milk, meat, wool, growth, and 
maintenance, conducted by the experiment station as a department 
of the college. All the crops of the farm are grown for some educa- 
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tional purpose; all the animals are fed rule and system, and the 
results of their management reported upon and used in* cla^s work. 
Labour is not oom;^uLsory, but students in the ^agricultural course 
are given work that is educationa' and parallel with their studies. 
The full course lasts four years, but there is also a two years’ course 
in agriculture, a. one-year course in dairying, together with short 
summer and winter courses. Students are admitted at the age of 
sixteen after an examination, or upon a certificate from certain high 
schools an5 academies. The expansion of the college has recently 
been so great that the following additional State grants were made 
in 1904: 50,000 dollars to the mainteftance fund, 95,000 dollars for 
the completion of the central building, 45,000 dollars for a dairy 
building, 10,000 dollars towards equipping it, 22,000 dollars for a 
new dairy farm and 7,000 dollars for equipment, and 54,500 dollars 
to begin the construction oMieating plant, with several minor items, 
including 15,C)00 dollars annually for the experiment station. 

(3) Cornell University, This university, at Ithaca, in the State 
of New York, which was opemd on the 7th of October, 1868, and has 
now perhaps more resources than any other at its command for 
education and research, owes its origin partly to the Morrill Acts 
and the action of the State Legislature, and partly to the munificence 
of Mr. Ezra Cornell. He endowed it with 100,0001. and 200 acres of 
land, with useful building , besides smaller gifts for special purposes. 
The College of Agriculture, which is now definitely organised under 
State support with an appropriation of about 50,0001. for buildings 
and equipment, is divided into six departments, fully equipped for a 
thorough course of Sijicntific and practical instruction. There are 
four grades or distinctive courses of instruction : (a) Advanced or 
post-graduate, leading up to the degrees of Master or Doctor of 
Science ; {b) 'the regulai- course in agriculture, covering a period of 
four years (for admission to this coiirse candidates must be at least 
sixteen years old, or, if women, sevent Hn); (c) a shorter special 
course of two years or less for those who are preparing to become 
farmers, but cannot spend lour years in study (eighteen :s the ago 
for admission to this cour.’.e); and (cl) short winter courses. Instruc¬ 
tion in each of these courses is fre > except for small incidental fees of 
about 11. a term, and of !|b! ut 21. a term in the dairy course, to cover 
the cost of materials. The expense of boarding In the town of Ithaca 
is from about 601. to 1001. per annum. The college estate comprises 
270 acres, of which 125 acres are used as a college farm, and ten acres 
are devoted to the gardens, orchards, and nurserits of the horticul¬ 
tural department. By no means the least valuable of the services 
rendered by the college has been the preparation and world-wide 
circulation of the famous Cornell nature-study leaflets, which did so 
much a few years ago to popularise and encourage nature-study in 
England. In h's letter of transmittal, which forms the preface to 
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a selection of these leafl tsl puWished last year, Mr. Bailey, director 
of the College of Agriculture, makes the following significant remarks : 

The reader should bear in mind that the College of Agriculture has no 
organic connection with the public school system of New York State, and tlmt 
its nature-study work is a propaganda. From first to last the college has been 
fortunate in having the sympathy, aid, and approval of the State Department of 
I’ublio Instruction, and now of the new Education Department. The time is 
now near at hand when nature-study will be adequately recognised in the 
pchool system of the State, and then the nature-study work of tko College of 
Agriculture may be the new form. 

Instruction in agriculture 'of the intermediate or secondary grade 
has for some years been given at the Hampton Institute in Virginia, 
and at the Tuskegee Institute in Alabama, for coloured students. 
In 1895 a secondary school of agriculture was organised at the Univer¬ 
sity of Minnesota. Other schools of the same grade were subse¬ 
quently estabhshed in Nebraska, New Jersey, and elsewhere. This 
branch of agricultural education presents peculiar difi&cultics, but the 
results are said to be very satisfactory not only in the schools con¬ 
nected with agricultural colleges, but also in separate secondary 
schools, of which the number is steadily increasing. 

By an Act of 1887, which was passed on the initiative of Mr. 
W. H. Hatch, of Missouri, it was provided that a sum of about 3,125/. 
a year should be given out of the funds arising from the sale of public 
lands to each State and Territory for the establishment of an experi¬ 
ment station, which was to be a department of the land-grant colleges. 
Tliere are now fifty-six experiment stations in the United States, 
with others in Hawaii, Alaska, and Porto Kico. Steps have also 
been taken to establish one in the small island of Guam. As defined 
by the Hatch Act, the ‘ object and duty ’ of the stations are research 
and experiments on the physiology of plants and animals, their 
diseases and remedies, the chemical compositions of useful plants, 
analyses of soils and water, manurial experiments, and so forth. 
The real purpose and importance of sound agricultural investigations 
has not always been realised by all the States, and the funds under 
the Hatch Act have been diverted into educational channels. At the 
convention of the Association of Agricultural Colleges and Experi- 
lAent Stations at San Francisco in July 1899, Dr. H. P. Armsby, 
director of the Pennsylvania agricultural station, di;pw particular 
attention to this point, and urged that the aim of the stations should 
be research and not popular education. The difficulty has not yet 
wholly disappeared, but Mr. James Wilson, secretary to the Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture at Washington, states in his last report that 
‘ not a year passes but that some stations are persuaded by this 
Department to forego expenditures of the Federal funds, which 
under the terms of the Hatch Act they might technically insist they 
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had' a legal right to make, but which*, after discussion, they are con¬ 
vinced are not in the best interests of their work,’ 

. With the idea of reaching those who cannot or will not attend a 
college, reading courses for farmers have been arranged in many 
States. The object of the courses is ‘ to touch and awaken every 
farmer, particulafly every poor farmer; to search out the man who 
has small opportunities.’ The* movement was inaugurated by the 
State Collegie of Pennsylvania in 1892. A reading course for farmers 
was prepared on the* plan of the well-known Chautauqua courses in 
other subjects. This Included ‘*a carefully prepared course of reading 
designed to cover the most important brahehes of agricultural science 
and practice, personal advice and assistance through correspondence, 
and examinations upon the subjects read, with certificates and di¬ 
plomas for those attaining certain degrees of excellence.’ Books are 
provided by the State College, printed lessons are then sent out on 
the particular subjects treated in books, and the students are invited 
to answer questions. Tiie methods adopted vary in different States. 
In connection with the Agricultural College at Cornell University 

the pist of the plan is to {jive the farmer a short specially prepared lesson, 
and then to quiz him upon it. The motive is to reach the many, not the few. 
The farmer who can and will read hooks can take care of himself, but the one 
who cannot or will not needs help, whether ho wants it or not. The idea is to 
got the rank and file to read books by first instructing them in simple, short, 
and easily digested matter. When tlie farmer is once interested, it needs only 
good administrative machinery to keep him interested and load him on. 

Every inducement is offered 'to persuade r ader? to organise 
themselves into small clubs, and it is not unusual to hire farmers 
to form stich clubs. Farmers’ institutes were held during the year 
ending June 1904 in all of the States and Territories with the excep¬ 
tion of Arkansas, South Dakota, Wyoming, Alaska, Indian Territory, 
and Porto Rico, the total number of meetings being 3,306, with an 
attendance of 841,098. Their programmes are planned to promote 
the interchange of ideas, a full and free discussion being sought on 
topics introduced by some successful farmer or specialist. They are 
held, as a rule, in the winter, and answer the purpose of an adult 
farmers’ school. It is hoped that they may be placed on a more per¬ 
manent basis with strong docal organisation, combined with a system 
of oversight and limited control by the central State authority. 

Agricultural clubs for lads engaged at farms have within the last 
three years been formed in Illinois, where the movement originated, 
Iowa, Ohio, and Texas. The clubs arrange visi^is to leading farms 
and excursions to the State Colleges of Agriculture. Opportunities 
are provided for the study of farm management, fertility, and all 
the conditions likely to affect materially the yield and quality of 
the crops grown. Lectures on stock-breeding, birds and their benefit 
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to farmers, useful and injurious insects, &c., are given in each dis¬ 
trict. Theie arc excellent travelling libraries, to which the members 
of the clubs have access ; and all the great agricultural institutions 
afford the fullest facilities for the inspection of their apparatus, live¬ 
stock, and field experiments. In this way the influence of the best 
agricultural teaching is being brought to bear upon the lads without 
interfering with their duties on the .farm. ‘ Gradually, but surely,’ 
says Professor Crosby, of the Office of Experiment Stations, ‘ it grows 
"upon them that all farming is not drudgery; that there is abundant 
opportunity to plan, study, investigate ; that intelligence and culture 
are needed on the farm; and that the proper exercise of these quali¬ 
ties will yield as abundant returns in the country as in the city.’ 

John C. Medd. 
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‘ Wb arc all Socialists now ! ’ the late Sir William Haroourt said, a few 
years ago, with the cust(>mary exaggeration of epigrammatic speaking. 
'I’his liacl, of course, to be understood with more than one grain of salt. 
For, men to whom the name of Socialist really applies—that is, those 
who advocate the nationalisation not only of the land, but of all means 
of production, distribution, and exchange—were not much impressed 
by the genuineness of the offered companionship. 

On bis part, the Right Hon. John Morley chugs with strange per- 
sisti'nce to the other extreme ; namely, to the individuabstic doctrine 
of the old Manchester School. Being in the Cabinet with Mr. John 
Burns, these two men represent exacily the opposite type of views 
about political econoTuy. To both, their adherents have given the 
caressing name of ‘Honest John.’* And, no doubt, both mean well, 
each from his own standpoint. I will not discuss thi'se difTerencos 
here, beyond saying that the quesiion of the workless, v/hich has 
recently giver, rise to colossal demonstrations in Hyde Park and else¬ 
where, is not oii<‘, to be treated by a mere non 'possmnm. The vast 
increase of a proletariate in the overgrown great towns of Ejiglaud is 
certainly a phenomenon of much significance. Here, we come upon 
a suljject which, in such discussions, often turns up, but which, for 
ever so many years, lias been curiously darkened by the most extra¬ 
ordinary misrepresentations. 1 mean the so-called National Work¬ 
shops {Ateliers Nationaux), established at Paris in 184d, in the wake 
of the Revolution of February, which overthrew.Louis Philippe and 
founded the Sebond Republic. 

During the recent elections, Mr. Morley said lliat he had ‘no 
remedy to suggest for the great problem of the unemjiloyed,’ and 
would not propose a quack medicine. He added ‘ The formation of 
National Workshops in France, in 18-18, ended in a terrible catas¬ 
trophe.’ Being afterwards called upon by a deputation of the various 
Labour and Socialistic bodies at Arbroath, he again spoke of what is 
generally alleged to have been a Soehilistic cxporimeiit. but which 
turned out an utter failure. 
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The speaker of the deputation, who opened the discussion, began 
by asserting that ‘ it was the right of everybody born to have an oppor¬ 
tunity of earning their living in their country, and further declared 
that when private enterprise failed to supply that opportunity, it 
was the duty of the State to secure it.’ Incidentally, I will here only 
remark that this ‘ Right to Labour ’ {Droit au Travail), as it was called 
in France, has been acknowledged even in Germany, in centuries gone 
^by, by Prussian Kings, and is virtually inscribed in thei’’ Landrecht, 
or Law-code of old. * t 

Now, in answer to the Labour and Sociahst deputation, Mr. John 
Morley said :— 

Their proposal really meant that the State was bound to provide work at a 
living wage (‘ Yes ! ’), at a standard wage (‘ Yes ! ’). They were quite right in 
shaking their heads defiantly at him (laughter). That experiment was tried in 
France in 1848 ; and what was the effect ? There they set up pubhc workshops 
and the rest of it; and they paid a wage at a very high rate. The result was, that 
private enterprise was drained dry. The end was wreck and ruin in six months ; 
private workshops were injured ; the men were no better off ; and it ended in a 
bloody and sanguinary catastrophe. Ho did not say that it would end so here. 

Bo Mr. Morley thinks that the National Workshops were a Socialist 
experiment. He will be astonished to find, when studying the subject 
from the sources, that the very contrary was the case. He is known 
as an ardent student of French literature, and has written important 
works on Voltaire, Rousseau, Diderot, and the Encyclopaedists. But, 
evidently, he is unacquainted with the fact-s concerning the National 
Workshops and the terrible Insurrection of June 1818. 

IT 

So far frojn the Ateliers Nationaux having been established as a 
Sociahst measure, they actually owed their special organisation to the 
antagonists of Socialism. I'hey were positively intended to be used 
against the very leader of that party—namely, against Louis Blanc ; 
nay, even against simple advanced Republicans, Uke Ledru-Rolhn, 
both of whom were members of the Provisional Government, and both 
«f whom were not even consulted on the subject of organisation. Any¬ 
one who has had peirsonal experience in a revolution will easily under- 
sland how such things happen in a time of popular upheaval, when 
the power of various groups often fluctuates from day to day; some¬ 
times from hour to hour, 

I will pass by the mistake made by Mr. Morley when he said that the 
National Workshops lasted six months. They barely existed for four 
months. In the first flush of the revolutionary movement, on the 27th 
of February, there was only an announcement of a few lines inserted 
in the Monileur, saying ;—‘ The Provisional Government decrees the 
establishment of National Workshops. The Minister of Public Works 
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is charged vsith the execution of the piesent decree.’ All details were, 
however, left to the future. 

When it came to*the question of how these Wqrlcshops should be 
instituted, M. Marie, a most determined antagonist, or, as Louis Blanc 
says, in his Historical Recollections, one of the fiercest adversaries, of 
Socialism, framed a corresponding decree after a discussion held, not 
in the Council of the Provisional Government, as it ought to have 
been for so important a measure, but independently of the Council. 
That decree is dated*the 6th of March, 1848. Here, Louis Blanc, the* 
falsely reputed organiser, says ^«— 

MM. Buchez, Flottarcl, Barbier, Troini8ot,*Robin, Marie, Michel, Baude, 
Ouffroy de Brtiville : these wore the persons who wore summoned to decide that 
terrible question which, as the event proved, bore the seeds of the insurrection 
of June. M. Marie was there, of course ; and M. Gamier Pag.'s. Mayor of Paris, 
presided. As for myself, I had neither been consulted, nor even informed of the 
meeting; it was too well known: how opposed I was in principle to the ideas 
which they sought to carry out. 

This statement is fully borne out by the man who was chosen by 
M. Marie as Director of the National Workshops ; that is, by M. Emile 
Thomas. With him, Louis Blanc was not even acquainted by sight, 
and his selection by M. Marie was, as Louis Blanc adds, owing to 

his (Emile Thomas’) ardent indefatigable opposition to my doctrini^. The 
declarations of M. Emile Thomas himself before the Commission of Inquiry 
leave no doubt upon this point. First, in his deposition of the 2Hth of July, 1848, 
M. Emile Thomas says :—‘ I have never spoken to M. Louis Blanc in my life ; 
I don’t know him.’ Again : ‘ While I was at the head of the Workshops, T saw 
M. Marie daily, sometimes twice a da^ ; MM. Buchez, Rocurt, and Marrast 
almost every day. Never once M. Ledrt^-JioUin, nor M. Louis Blanc, nor M. Flocon 
nor M. Albert. 

The last named was the working-man member of the Provisional 
Government—so to say, the John Bums of his time. 

Again, M. Emile Thomas, the Director of the National Workshops, 
deposed before the Committee of Inquiry on the same day :—‘ 1 always 
went along with the Mayoralty of Paris, in opposition to MM. Ledru- 
Rolhn, Flocon, and others. I was in open hostility to the Luxembourg. 

I o-penly contested the influence of M. Louis Blanc.' T’he Luxembourg 
was the place where Louis Blanc expounded his own views before the 
working classes. * • 

So it was a*mere section of the revolutionary Government, wholly 
antagonistic to Socialism, which organised the so-called NatioiAil 
Workshops. In them, as Louis Blanc shows, men of the most different 
trades, or of no trade at all, were put to the same Idnd of work, or 
manual labour—a ‘ prodigious absurdity ’ ! It was utterly unproduc¬ 
tive work,* besides being such as the greater part of tliem were 

‘ All the quotations given here, and in the following pages, from Louis Blanc’s 
work, are in his own English. 
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unaccustomed to. This action'of the State was simply squandering 
the public 'funds ; its money, a premium upon idleness ; its wages, 
alms in disguise. . 

The object of the men who set up this scheme under the high- 
sounding title of National Workshops was simply to gather together, 
pell-mell, a ‘ rabble of paupers,’ as Louis 'Blanc calls them in the 
English edition of his ‘ Eecollections: un rassemhlemeM tumultueux de 
'prolctaires, in his fuller French work. They were men ‘ whom it was 
‘enough to feed, from the want of knowing how to employ them, and 
who had to live together without any other ties than a military organi¬ 
sation, and under chiefs who bore the name, at once so strange, and 
yet so characteristic, of sergeant-majors, brigadiers.’ In case of need, 
secret service funds were to be supplied; and on the day coming for 
action against the more advanced Republicans, this tumultuous crowd 
of proletarians was to be launched into the streets. 

What a different picture from the one drawn by Mr. Jolm Morley ! 

Ill 

All that is said here is proved up to the hilt by a number of oHicial 
documents ; by the extensive evidence brought out before the Com¬ 
mission of Inquiry appointed by the National Assembly ; by the 
fullest avowals of the men implicated in tlie intrigue ; by the IJistoire 
des Ateliers Naiionnux, whose author was their Director ; by the public 
declaration of Lamartine, the head of the Pro-'.nsional G'overnrncnt, 
and of Arago and Gamier Pages, i^a most prominent members. 

There is an instructive account of a secret conversation held in a 
low tone between M. Marie and the Director of the National Workshops 
as to the ultimate use to which these oddly collected men were to be put. 
M. Emile Thomas himself gave the account. The nilmber of men 
gathered together had become so great, that the Director confessed he 
had not so firm an influence over them as he could wish. 

‘ Don’t be uneasy about tho number ! ’ [the Minister (M. Marie) rejoined]. ‘ If 
you hold them in hand, the number can never bo too large. But find some moans 
of attaching them to you sincerely ! Don’t spare money; if necessary, you 
may be supplied . . . The day is, perhaps, not far distant when 

it )%>ay be necessary to march them into the street.’ 

In other words, the idea was to use, some day, a well-paid mass of 
proletarians, accustomed to little and quite useless work, and formed 
into a kind of brigades, against both Socialists and advanced Republi¬ 
cans of the type of Louis Blanc, Albert, Flocon, and Ledru-Rollin. 

What does Lamartine, otherwise also an opponent of Sociaham, 
say ? He was originally in favour of employing those enrolled in the 
National Workshops for productive agricultural labour "on a large 
scale. Notliing of the kind was, however, done. Of those hastily 
collected proletarians he says, in Louis Blanc’s translation:— 



1906 THE PATHS national WORKSHOPS OF ISAS 811 


They were merely an expedient for preserving order—a rude auxiliary sum¬ 
moned on the morrow of the Revolution by the necessity of feeding the people, 
and not feeding them idle, in order to avoid the disorders of idleness. M. Marie 
organised them with skill, without any useful result as regarcis productive labour. 
He formed them into brigades ; he gave them chiefs ; he communicated to them 
a spirit of discipline and order. Instead of being a force at the mercy of Socialists 
and insurrectionists, he, for tJie space of four months, made of them a Prmtorian 
Band —inactive, indeed, but at the (Jisposal of Power. Commanded, directed, 
sustained by chiefs who were in secret concert with the anti-Socialist part of the 
Government, tile workshops served, until the appearance oPthe National Assembly, • 
as a counterpoise to the sectarian operatives of the Luxembourg and the seditious 
operatives of the Clubs. They scandahsed Paris by their numbers and tho in¬ 
utility of their labour ; they more than once prcjtocted and saved Paris without 
its being conscious of it. So far from being in the pay of Louis Blanc, as has been 
said, they were the device of hia enemies. 

So Lamartine. Surely, when reading such testimony, Mr. Morley 
may be expected, with his usual fairness of mind, to revise his opinion 
as to the National Workshops of 1818 having been a Socialist experi¬ 
ment. For my part, I can state all this with the greater impartiaUty, 
because, thougli an intimate friend of Louis Blanc down to his death, 

I do not share all the views he held in matters of political economy 
during his earlier career—views on which, in later days, he himself 
thd not lay stress to their former extent. 

I know, however, how deeply he was affected all through life, 
whenever the old misstatement, as to the National Workshops having 
been his product,cropped up again with that persistence of ‘ a lie which, 
once born, is immortal,’ as Napoleon the First used to say. Napoleon 
understood that well, for he was the author of many similar fabri¬ 
cations. 

Often Louis Blanc came to me in mental distress when the allegation 
in question w^s once more revived in England, asking me fcjr help to 
refute it. Hence, I held it to be a duty to state what 1 have written 
here. 


IV 

When at last, in Jime 1848, owing to the scandal spoken of by 
Lamartine, the National Workshops were dissolved by M. Trolat, 
the successor of M. Marie, it was done in a way apt to give rise to 
dangerous disturbances. A decree was issued by the Ministry of 
Pubhc Works, m these words :— 

The unmarried working-men (in the National Workshops), between the ages 
of eighteen and twenty-five, will be invited to enrol themselves under the banners 
of the Republic, to complete the different regiments of tho Army. Those who 
refuse to enlist os volunteers will bo immediately removed from the listes 
d'enibrigadement of the National Workshops. Masters may call upon a.s many 
of their working-men (of the National Workshops) os they may declare wanted 
for the resumption or continuation of their business. Those who refuse will be 
immediately removed from the general list of the National Workshops. 
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Thus all those unwilling ta ‘ make themselves food for powder,’ 
as Louis Blanc says (there was then no universal compulsory service), 
or who could not find re-engagements for work, were, all of a sudden, 
thrown helpless and hungry into the streets. They were joined by 
other proletarians, and a rising in arms was the result. Thus the 
terrible Insurrection of June began. • 

But it was not even an exclusivjely working-class or proletarian 
rising, as is generally, but erroneously, believed by those who do not 
’know all the facts. The truth is, that Bonapartist and Legitimist 
agents had already for some time tried to get influence among the 
suflering toilers. The National Workshops themselves had been 
tampered with by them. The Bonapartist Pretender, who later on 
was elected, by the mass vote of the ignorant rural population, to the 
Presidency of the Republic, and -who in December of 1851 perpetrated 
his murderous midnight State-stroke, ^ had already, in June 1848, 
shown his hand in a notable intrigue. It is said that a letter of his, 
addressed to General Rapatel on the 22ud of June, in the midst of the 
rising, was couched in this sense :— 

‘ General! I know your sentiments for my family. If the events wliich 
are in course, of formation turn out in a way favourable to it, you mil be appointed 
Minister of War. 

‘ (Signed) Napoli’.on Ixiuis Bonapaktis.’ 

8o great was the danger of Bonapartist and Royalist intrigues, 
that the delegates of the w’^orkmen of the Luxcmbouig (that is, Louis 
Blanc’s adherents), with some delegates of the hlational Workshops, 
issued a warning manifesto. 'I’he'masses were told :— 

We pray you, in the name of that Liberty so dearly bought, in the name of 
the country regenerated by you, in the names of Fraternity and Equality, neither 
by work, nor act, to lend your arms and your hearts to encourage the partisans 
of the throne which you lately burnt . . . The reaction is at work and in move¬ 
ment. Its numerous emissaries will entice you, Brothers, with irreahsablo and 
senseless dreams. It is sowing gold broadcast. Beware, Brothers, beware ! 
Wait yet a few days with that calmness which you have abready shown, and which 
is your true strength. . . . Believe us ; listen to us ! Nothing is possible now 
in France but the Democratic and Social Republic 1 . . . No more Emperors, 
nor Kings. Nothing but Liberty, Equality, and Fraternity. 

By this appeal, a number of prominei^t Social Democrats sought 
to prevent the rising, though in vain. Hunger would not hsten to 
advice. A three days’ sanguinary street battle followed. Victor 
Scholcher, the former Minister of the Colonics under the Provisional 
Government, and a common friend of Louis Blanc and Ledru-RoUin— 
oven as 1 was of them—has proved, in his work, that Bonapartists, 
Orleanists, and Legitimists from the ban-lieue, the neighbourhood of 
Paris, marched up to the capital to take part in the insurrection, which 
they tried to make use of for the overthrow of the Republic. 

Finally, the movement was drowned in blood by General Cavaignac. 
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A terrible system of drumhead law, of indiscriminate shooting of 
captives, and of proscriptions, followed. Louis Blanc himself, falsely 
charged, sought safety in flight. 

V 

I cannot leave this painful subject without mentioning that Louis 
Blanc himself committed a fatal error as regards the Bonapartist 
Pretender, whose acquaintancS he had made years before, when the 
latter wasia prisoner at Ham, in consequence of his attempt to over,- 
throw Louis Philippe. When the question came before the National 
Assembly of 1848, whether Louis Bonaparte, the Imperialist Pretender, 
should be admitted to the soil of Prance, "having been elected a deputy 
by one of the constituencies, Lamartine and Ledru-Rollin clearly saw 
the danger ahead. They spoke sensibly and strongly against such 
readmission. 

Louis Blanc took the opposite side, 

‘ Don’t magnify ’ [he cx< laimed] ‘ the stature of protendoia by keeping them 
at a distance. What we want is, to see them near, that we may take a juster 
measure of their size. . . . What said Louis Bonaparte’s uncle ? “ That the 

Kopublic is like the sun.” Well, let the Emperor’s nephew approach the sun of 
our Republic ! I am confident he will disappear in his rays.’ 

Unfortunately he did not. Louis Blanc said that Louis Bonaparte 
‘ had not only tendered his allegiance to the Republic, but actually 
offered it his services.’ He, therefore, should be allowed to have a 
fair trial; and ‘ the Government, especially a Republican one, was 
bound in duty to wait for some overt act of conspiracy,’ before 
judging him. 

But had not the Imperial uncle, who said that the Republic was 
like the sun and did not want being formally recognised by any foreign 
Power, afterwards destroyed that sun ? 

I have at various times, in exile, discussed this subject with my 
French friend. One of these occasions was when he showed me the 
copy of Louis Bonaparte’s pamphlet, UExtinction du Paupi'risrne, 
given to him by the imprisoned Pretender at Ham, with a friendly 
inscription. Louis Blanc then said to me, the very words which are 
to be found in his Historical Recx)llections :—‘ He (Bonaparte) is now 
on a throne ; and I am in exile.’ 

Still, even on that occasion, Louis Blanc wuuld not avow that he 
had made a Isad mistake. He always pleaded that, if his proposition 
had been adopted, that ‘ in the French Republic, founded on the 
24th of February,1848, there shall be no such office as that of President,’ 
Louis Bonaparte could never have been any real danger. But in 
politics, possibilities and probabihtics must be reckoned with. As to 
general maxims of ‘ generosity ’ towards men whose evil aims are 
patent to anyone possessed of a degree of psychological insight, such 
maxims are out of place in times of revolution, when the hist 

VoL. LX—No. 354 Y 



314 THE NINETEENTH CENTUBY Aug. 

rule must be, to guard the scafcely won liberties against manifest 
Pretenders. , 

I have given tliis description of the true character of the Paris 
National Workshop's, not only from historical documents, but alscJ 
from personal recollection. I lived in those days on what then still 
was French soil, at Strassbuig, in temporary proscription, after - the 
overthrow of the first Eepubhcan rising in Germany. There was a 
mass of fellow-exiles in that town, an^ I was at the head of a Com¬ 
mittee of Relief for them. The reign of terror established at Paris, 
after the sanguinary struggles in June, had its effect even in that far-off 
Alsatian town. I was arresl^d without any formal charge, kept for 
a while in prison, and finally transported in handcuffs—under that 
Republic with whose cause I sympathised—to Switzerland. 

There was a plan of police agents—many of whom were the same 
as had served under Louis PhiHppe—to deliver me over stealthily, 
during the transport, to the Government authorities of Baden. This 
scheme was foiled by the honest Republican mayor of Strassburg, 
Mr. Kiss, and by the mayor of St. Louis, near the Swiss frontier, who, 
though a Monarchist, said to me, that he would not soil his honour by 
complicity in such a plot. He was an old soldier who had served in 
the Napoleonic wars. 

Two friends of mine, and fellow-exiles, Nerlinger and Roman 
Schweitzer, had, unobserved by the gendarmes, followed in the same 
railway train, armed with guns, in order to come to my rescue in case 
of need, if an attempt were made to deliver me over across the German 
frontier near Basel. In this way, I arrived safely in free Switzerland. 
The first thing I heard there was, that proceedings had been instituted 
against Louis Blanc, and that he had been compelled to seek safety in 
England. This was in August ISIS. 

When, after a subsequent successful Democratic risiilg in Baden 
and Rhenish Bavaria, I resided at Paris, in 1849, as a member of a 
combined Embassy of those two countries, I was imprisoned there, 
under the Presidency of Louis Bonaparte. It was done in violation 
of the law of nations, after the failure of Ledru-Rollin’s movement in 
aid of the Roman Republic. In the prison, ‘ La Force,’ I was then still 
shown the marks of stray bullets, spent during the execution of captives 
fropi the rising of Jxme 1848, who had been killed in the prison-yard 
by drumhead law, or ny law whatever, xmder the dictatorship of General 
Cavaignac. The vivid impression created by all these events has made 
the affair of the National Workshops all the more interesting to me, for 
more than one reason. 


Karl Blind. 
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THE AUSTRALIAN CORROBOREE 


In a recent number of this Review appeared an article illustrated with 
stories showing forth the intelligence of the Australian aborigines. 
It is refreshing to find someone to take up the cudgels on behalf 
of the much maligned native. Numerous scientific men have made 
systematic studies of the race, but their works, although valuable from 
an ethnological point of view, have shown a tendency to neglect those 
human trsits which are of most interest to the layman. 

As a boy in a small Western Queensland township, the present 
writer remembers reading in the school-books that ‘ the natives of New 
Holland arc the lowest race on earth.’ It was hard for us as children 
to reconcile the statement with the intelligence shown by our black 
playmates. We found them meiiy companions, full of fun and good- 
humour. Our games of ‘ purru-purru,’ a sport somewhat akin to 
Rugby football, and swinging the ‘ bujaram,’ were learnt from them. 
In keenness of perception and general alacrity we were their inferiors, 
and in a certain quality of cheery sportsmanship they were models 
to all. 

The mistajke that the old scientists made lay in drawing hasty con¬ 
clusions from easily perceived facts. They found that the aboriginals 
were split up into small tribes, with no common groundwork of vocabu¬ 
lary and no written language. They also found them destitute of any 
idea of tilling the soil. From this they deduced that they were a 
people ranking lowest in the scale of human intelligence. 

They, however, failed to make allowance for the special circum¬ 
stances in which the aboriginals were placed. The land was sparsely 
populated, but game was overjiwhere abundant. ^Over the vast plains 
roamed herds of kangaroos, and the broad bushlands held marsupials 
in abundance. Moreover, the country, though fertile in season, was ill- 
adapted for tillage by reason of the uncertainty of its rainfall. Under 
such circumstances it was obvious that the natives must be a race of 
hunters, following the game from one part of the country to another. 
And a written language of necessity springs up from a settled people, 
not from a roving one. 

The scientists also overlooked some important characteristics of 
the mental equipment of the aboriginal, among others his sense of 
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humour. Dr. Roth relates that when they were gathered together in 
camp they Vrould make imprints in the wet sand of the feet of animals 
and birds. Then they would draw the footmark of a white man, 
exaggerating it in length to ten or twelve inches, amidst roars of 
laughter. 

This is possibly not a high t 3 rpe of humour, but it is quite on a level 
with the modern joke about the size of policemen’s feet. And it can be 
shown that in many .other ways their perception of the ludicrous was 
keen. Old bushmen relate how they have found a funny story travel 
many miles from one blacks’ camp to another, and how an aboriginal 
who has come in contact with the whites will mimic their ways to his 
companions with a clever pungency of satire. Then, as a means of 
expression for any phase of beauty that comes into their lives, they 
have their original art-form, the corroboree. 

It has been the custom to treat the corroboree as merely a wild 
native dance, but its significance is greater than this. As an art-form 
it is akin to the modern musical comedy, but it is generally infused with 
a crude spirit of poetry, which the latter lacks. Of course, dancing in 
some form or other is the natural expression of healthy human beings, 
and most races have their form of national dance. Of late years, how¬ 
ever, these forms have been chiefly confined to the hired performers of 
the ballet, and have lost their emotional meaning, but the corroboree 
is a genuine outlet to the feelings of the aboriginals. Into it they 
have woven all their tales of romance and their imaginative dreams. 

Some of these corroboree tales have a pathos and poignancy wliich 
show a true literary instinct in their creators. Others have a quaint 
flavour of morality. Take this one for instance, which is general in 
some form or other among all the north-eastern tribes ; 

A native was returning from the hunt, with his bags laden with game. 
An innocent bird hovered above his head, and at length settled on a tree before 
him. Out of wantonness he lifted his boomerang and threw it with force at the 
bird. But it happened that the god Targan had known the wickedness of his 
heart, and had taken tlie shape of a bird to tempt him. So the boomerang 
hew wide of its mark, and, coming back with the swiftness of a lightning hash, 
struck its thrower dead to the ground. 

There is a trace of universal morality about this that argues a people 
fk)t altogether devoi<| of the ethical sense. To tell the truth, however, 
it is rather in the nature of an exception. Most of the corroboree 
tales have for their hero the wickedly clever man, or the strong pitiless 
overman, who treads everyone mercilessly beneath him. Others are 
merely fantastic dreams, handed down from generation to generation, 
as the folk-lore of the tribe. Here is one of the latter variety, para¬ 
phrased from the reminiscences of Mr. T. Petrie, one of the oldest of 
Queensland settlers: 

Three brothers living together on an island in the sea loved the same girl, 
the daughter of a great chief. In return she loved one of them,*the weakest 
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of the three, and at length married him. hide her away from his brothers, 
he carried her to a cave under the sea, and daily brought her foo^. Their sus¬ 
picions were aroused ai^d they were oaten up with jealousy, but being double- 
tongued, they coaxed her out with promises to build the tjouple a splendid new 
humpy. Then they did all in their power to kill their brother. One day on tlio 
beach he was caught fast in a shell, and they left him to die. But a bird, with 
blood dripping froqj its beak, told the girl of his fate, and she died of grief. 
The brothers thought that by finding her lover they could bring her back to life, 
but he had drifted out to sea, turning into a fish, and then into a beautiful 
coloured rainbow. And she turned into the flowers of the bread-fruit tree, so 
that they could always'gaze upon one another. 

• 

It is curious to note that the aborigiqals always persist that these 
stories come to them in their sleep. A man dreams a corroboree, and 
while it is impressed vividly on his brain tells it to the head of his 
tribe. If the latter finds the tale striking, and suitable for reproduction, 
a proclamation is made, and the necessary performers selected. On 
some occasions a whole day is*devoted to dressing and preparation, each 
man jealously conceahng his form of adornment from his neighbour. 
To the onlooker, of course, there seems little variety in the garb, con¬ 
sisting as it does mainly of coats of grease and feathers fixed on with 
blood, but the diversity lies in the different patterns printed on the body 
with red ochre. 

The duration of the performance is necessarily regulated by the 
nature of the subject. It is no uncommon thing for one to extend 
itself over five or six nights, but the simpler ones generally last but a few 
hours. Among these are the little lyrical folk-songs, which the abori¬ 
ginals love, and of which they never seem to tire, as for instance the 
story of the water-lizard : 

A water-lizard lay basking on a log by the creek. It was a warm day and the 
air was full of a pleasant heat. Presently a native came by, and hunted the lizard 
away. As it^lipiied into the w'ater it said reproachfully, ‘ Why did you disturb 
mo when I was happy in the sim ? ’ 

The substance of this is impressed into a few four-line choruses, and 
is sung over and over again. It is to be noted that in all these imagi¬ 
native tales the lower animals take their place quite on a level with 
man. Birds and beasts reason with their hunters, or form leagues and 
outwit them. Emus and kangaroos take up their positions in the 
councils and corroboree^ There is even a suggestion of a faun-like 
alliance with^ature. In one tale, a tree grows nfiraculously in order to 
bear a hunted man up out of the reach of his enemies. 

The longer corroborees generally consist of accounts of wonderful 
floods or bush-fires. Generally, when a fight took place between two 
rival tribes, it was rehearsed in every detail, with a few warlike songs 
inserted describing the occasion. Once, during the early days of 
European settlement, a white man fell in love with a black girl. She 
would not leave her people to marry him, so ho renounced civilisation 
and went to live with the tribe. He proved a skilful hunter and fighter, 
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and at length was made chief* The after-gelneration of aboriginals 
grew to venerate his name like that of a god, and the legends of his 
prowess are the siibject of many of their corroborebs. 

In these lengthy ones which last for several nights, the preparations 
and staging are more elaborate. A spot is selected some distance from 
the camp, and a ‘ green-room ’ of boughs and bushese is erected to the 
right of the imaginary stage. When.night falls the performers, who 
have spent the day arraying themselves, gather together ip this struc- 
'ture, and await their turn expectantly. The audience assembles on 
the ground, the men seating themselves in front, and the women and 
dogs squatting behind. TVe native substitute for an orchestra is 
started by the men clashing their boomerangs together, and the women 
slapping their hands on their naked thighs. 

The performers file on singly, the leading man always going first. 
As each man advances he is received with special shouts of applause, 
and comes to the front to make his acknowledgments. To the onlooker 
everjdihing seems strangely suggestive of a civilised theatre. All the 
details are arranged with an ordered regularity which is not common 
among savage races. As the clashing of boomerangs ceases, the leading 
man takes up the first line of the chorus, which is repeated again and 
again by all the tribe. 

It is characteristic of all the tales that they tend t/O be tragic. The 
aboriginals are on the whole distinctly a humorous people, but their 
humour is of a gay,light-hearted type, and finds little expression in their 
corroborees. The pathetic and the picturesque arc the chief things 
that move them to artistic creation. These are the only things that 
they can adequately express in their national art. Here is the story 
of Bobbawinta, which is a typical example of a corroboree founded on 
a real incident. It is narrated in the reminiscences of Mr. T. Petrie : 

to 

Bobbawinta was a mighty hunter of turtle, far-famed among the trilws. 
He was young and strong, and his own tribe rejoiced in his prowess and skill. 
One day a party of men put out in boats to catch the turtles, which were 
plentiful on the coast. They wore happy, and sang songs as they dragged their 
nets, for they know there would bo a big feast that night when they came 
home with their boats laden with spoil. Bobbawinta was especially merry, 
for this was the sport he loved, and ho laughed and jested as lie plied liis oars. 
Presently a large turtle was sighted, and the boats quickly e.icii-cled it and en- 
taapped it in their nets. Quickly it dived to tfje bottom, and, being a huge 
monster, it plunged abott till it had entangled the nets in some mangrove roots. 

One by one divers were sent down to free the nets, but they all retiunod 
unsuccessful. There were shouts of joy when Bobbawinta at length plunged 
over the side, for their faith in him was gi'eat. As the seconds went by slowly, 
they could see the bubbles of air rise to the surface as he worked at the 
twisted nets. Presently no bubbles came, and they watched with anxiety, for 
several minutes had passed since he disappeared. Then a tinge of blood reddened 
the water, and the black fin of a shark was seen near by. At once there arose 
from the boats a passionate wailing over the fate of Bobbawinta, the much-loved. 

The parts of action in such an one as this are rehearsed in silence. 



1906 


THE AUSTRALIAN COBROBOBEE 


819 


with expressive gestures like the acftors in a ballet, but sprinkled in 
among the scenes §.re little l 3 nrical folk-songs. These are prolonged 
till they become a melancholy wail of repetition, but they are not with¬ 
out harmony. The audience works itself up into a half-hysterical 
intoxication with the music, the men rooking themselves about and 
keeping time wHh their boomerangs, and the women slapping their 
sides, or beating drums made of opossum skin. 

These (Aants have a certain haunting charm even for the white map 
when he becomes accustomed to their peculiar cadences. Old bushmen 
prefer them to the popular tunes of the cities, and often pass their 
lonely hours in crooning them over by the camp-fire. There is some¬ 
thing about the, rhythm which appeals especially to children, and 
many a mother in the solitary bush has lulled her babies to sleep with 
the music of a corroboree chorus. 

During the feast of ihe Bunya, that in the old days was held yearly in 
the ranges where the bunya-pines grew, many tribes assembled together. 
It was a time of excessive eating for those meat-fed natives, who rarely 
Icnew the taste of fruit from one season to another. In the evenings, 
however, after the day’s indulgence, there was a grand rehearsal of 
corroborces, each tribe performing in turn before the gathering of 
strangers. It was then that any tribe which had invented new and 
striking songs shone out to advantage. The members of it were 
regarded with admiration greater than was ever accorded to victors 
in a fight. 

Home tribes were renowned in this way for their folk-literature, 
just as certain civilised nations are renowned for their art. Others 
were notably barren, and looked with wonder at the corroborees 
performed by their neighbours. Often, if one tribal cldef was particu¬ 
larly struck* by a corroboree, he would approach the owners of it with 
a view of obtaining it for his own people. There would be an argument 
as to its value, and at length the rights would be surrendered for a few 
boomerangs, perhaps, or some skins. 

In this way corroborees frequently travelled from the Arunta 
tribes of the central north many miles across the bush to the natives 
on the coast. Often one lasti ng several nights was acted by a people 
who knew not a word of its meaning. Yet they learnt the words of 
the songs, and reproduced them with a strict accjiuacy. Dr. Roth, one 
of the best kdown authorities on aboriginals, took great pains to com¬ 
pare the corroboree reproduced by a foreign tribe with the original. 
The two tribes were many miles apart, })ut he got a member of each 
tribe to relate the words of some of the songs,* and took a phonetic 
record in his note-book. After an elaborate comparison of the two, he 
came to* the conclusion that the difference was trivial. This is 
an eloquent testimony to the powers of memory possessed by the 
aboriginal. 

These few remarks may serve to introduce to the reader the art- 
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expression of a primitive and interesting people. The student of folk¬ 
lore will find in the corroboree tales the manifestation of a simple and 
striking vein of beauty. If he care for literary quality he will frequently- 
get a glimpse of it in the legends and fantasies which have been pre¬ 
served in the memories of the women and dreamers of the tribes. He 
will also gain an insight into the soul of the race more easily than by 
approaching along the dry and barren paths of the scientist. 

E'.' Vance Palmer. 
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When the citizens of San Francisco were able to turn their thoughts 
from the present overwhelming disaster to the future rebuilding of 
their city, they probably for the first time discovered the necessary 
limitations of fire insurance. *1 say for the first time, because they 
must have been very different from the rest of the world if, until then, 
they had road their insurance pobcies at all. vThe perusal of these 
policies—^tliose of them which are not burned or buried—must in 
many cases now give their possessors very little satisfaction. An 
earthquake, as a cause of fire, is an ‘ act of God,’ against which fire 
insurance companies not unnaturally try to protect themselves, 
and in most countries fires arising from such a cause bring no liability 
upon fire offices. The principal exceptions to this rule are the United 
States and Canada, so that it happens that only three British fire 
offices in San Francisco had ruled out altogether the indirect as well 
as the direct consequences of earthquakes. There were, however, 
otlier important limitations in all the San Francisco fire insurances 
which will considerably reduce the amount of money which insurance 
companies hene and in America will contribute towards the work of 
rebuilding. But it is hardly necessary to discuss these limitations 
in any detail, since most of my readers are only interested by sympathy 
in the great American disaster. It will be more profitable if we look 
at home, for in this country there are equally important limits in 
the insurance of projierty against fire of which quite extraordinarily 
little is known among even educated people. They arise naturally, 
almost inevitably, out of the principles on which fire insurance, for 
nearly two hundred years,’has been based. But,it fs not very wise 
to wait till a fire has occurred and a claim has 1,o be made to learn 
what these limits are, especially as with a little timely knowledge 
most of the inconveniences or losses incidental to them may be lessened 
or removed. 

Fire insurance in this country, and all over the world, is based 
on the conamon-law principle ol pure indemnity—the principle that 
no one shall, if he can be prevented, make a profit out of a fire, that 
he shall recover only the amount of liis actual material loss, and 
that the burden of establisliing the fact and the extent of his loss 
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shall rest upon the person insifred. The full severity of the common- 
law rule tKat no one is entitled to recover from an insurance company 
more than the aclnial amount of his proved loss is in practice tempered 
by concessions to genuine claimants, but it stands confronting anyone 
who attempts trickery or extortion. It will be seen that this principle 
or rule of indemnity, quite apart from any special Conditions inserted 
in insurance policies, involves important limitations. In the first 
place it disestablishes the ‘ sum insured ’ from the lofty place which 
it occupies in a life or a marine insurance contract. In a fire insurance 
policy the sum insured merely marks the maximum liability accepted 
by the insurance company and determines the premium to be paid; 
it is not in any way admitted by the insurance office as a measure of 
the value of the property insured. If I have a life policy for 5,000?. 
and I die, my heirs can, on proof of death and their title, receive over 
the counter 5,000?. at least, possibly more if there are any ‘ bonuses.’ 
If I have a ship and I insure her at Lloyd’s or with marine insurance 
companies for 5,000?., I can recover the full 5,000?. at once should 
my ship be totally lost. But if I insure my house against fire for 
5,000?. I cannot recover 5,000?. unless it should happen that I can 
prove the house to be worth fully that sum. All that I am entitled 
to demand is the actual value of my house immediately before it 
was burned, and I must give every assistance to the insurance 
company in order that the actual value may be justly deter¬ 
mined. By statute the insurance company has the power to rein¬ 
state that house (as far as the sum insured will go) instead of 
paying me anything, and third parties interested also have the 
right to call upon the insurance office to rebuild my house. In 
practice, compensation is usually agreed and paid in cash without 
recourse on either side to the right of reinstatemcsit, but in no 
case am I entitled to more than the actual value of my house as 
it existed just before the fire. In other words, a life or accident 
policy is a contract to pay a definite sum in certain circumstances ; 
a marine insurance policy is a contract to insure certain property— 
ships or cargoes—of which the values are agreed at the outset; 
but a fire insurance policy is a contract to indemnify the insured 
against such loss or damage as he may sustain, the extent of such loss 
or damage to be (determined after a fire* occurs. The chief reason 
for the important difference in principle between a marine and a fin*, 
policy springs from the difference in condition of property in transit 
and stationary property. Goods in transit are out of the control of 
the persons who effect the insurances upon them ; goods in buildings 
on land are usually within that control. Then, again, the values 
of ships are readily determined by the published results of surveys 
(such as those of Lloyd’s Register), wlule the values of buildings on 
land require separate and special surveys. Apart from tho cost of 
such surveys, there is no particular reason why the values of buildings. 
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at any rate, should not be determined when fire insurances are taken 
out, and adjusted from time to time to allow for alterations or de¬ 
preciation. But the phblic demand for insurance at jthe lowest possible 
premium, and the companies’ fear of the ‘ moral hazard ’ of property 
entirelywithin the control of the persons insured, quickly led, early 
in the eighteenth Vsentury, to the adoption of the present system. 

The limitations arising out of the pri:^iple of indemnity, increased 
as they are,by specific policy conditions, are much more serious in 
the case of the contwnts of buildings than in regard to the buildings 
themselves. A building oannot'be removed, so that the fact of loss 
is obvious and needs httle proof, and its value is not difficult to settle 
even though it be totally destroyed. But contents are readily 
removed, and, in the absence of records, their true value is by no 
means easy to establish. Business firms wliich keep an exact account 
of their stock and its cost are, in a different position, after a fire, from 
a private householder who has no inventory of his furniture and 
other property and, possibly, has not even the original bills. The 
burden of proving a loss rests on the claimant, and the disputes, which 
sometimes inevitably arise, are almost always due to the inabihty 
of the claimant to j)roduco reasonable proof of loss. If householders 
would have an independent inventory made, say when they take 
and furnish a house, or subsequently if they hke, and keep a careful 
record of all additions (with their cost) and also of all removals, they 
would then be able to produce trustworthy evidence should they 
suffer from a fire. The cost and trouble expended in these precautions 
would be more than repaid by the ease and completeness of the 
insurance settlement. There is a story that a man oirce claimed 
for the loss of 150 pairs of trousers, and when the number was struck 
out as preposterous he so bestirred himself in the collection of bills 
that he proved the loss, and drew the compensation for no less than 
280 pairs ! There may, therefore, be solid advantages in preserving 
( veil old tailors’ bills. 

Let me repeat that insurance offices are liable only for the 
actual value of goods destroyed or damaged; not the value when 
new, but at the time immediately before the fire. Evidence of first 
cost, while most useful in the case of furniture and other goods which 
more or less regularly depreciate in value, is of httle weight in the 
assessment of Joss or damage to pictures, curios, jewelry, and so on. 
Here the market value is highly variable, and depends rather on 
< urrent taste than on anything commercially assessable. Money 
and securities, except while in transit, are not insurable on any terms, 
and valuables such as those mentioned are not covered by an ordinary 
fire pohey. ^ They must be specially insured, and no land of insurance 
seems to me satisfactory to the owners which does not fix the values 
in advance. Suppose a man pays 3,0001. for a Constable at the top 
of a ‘boom’ in this painter. If he loses this picture from fire he 
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wants his outlay, at least, to he restored, and not be left to depend 
for compensation upon the fashion in Constables at the moment of 
the fire. Arrangements can be made for the insurance- of pictures, 
jewelry, curios, china and so on, on the principle of fixed values,.not 
of indemnity, and a large amount of busihess is done in -this way, 
though some of the orthodox fire offices will Uot acedptit. Experience 
does not show that the ‘ zj^oral hazard ’ is at all incalculable—the 
risks of fraud are not great if ordinary prudent regard is phown to the 
position of the people insuring, and these risks, such as they are, 
are allowed for in the premium charged. All the pictures, relics, &c. 
exhibited at St, Louis or Milan, or temporarily placed in loan collec¬ 
tions, are insured on the principle of fixed values. 

A fire insurance policy is not only a contract of indemnity, it 
is also a personal contract. It is not an insurance on a building or 
on goods, but an indemnity to the person who insures the building 
or goods, and then only to the extent of what is called his ‘ insurable 
interest.’ The doctrine that no one can effect a valid insurance on 
any property except to the extent of his genuine pecuniary interest 
in that property is common to all insurances, though marine under¬ 
writers and companies largely ignore it in practice. Marine policies 
covering a shipowner’s hypothetical ‘ loss of freight,’ and so on, in 
which proof of actual interest is waived, are common, but anything 
of the sort is practically unknown in fire insurance. Here the air 
is much more serene and legally purified. As the person who effects 
the fire insurance must have a definite insurable interest, it follows 
that he cannot insure any property unless it belongs to him or he is 
legally responsible for it, or he is interested in some other way—say 
as mortgagee. If he holds goods in trust for other people or on 
commission, he must have them specifically covered, since they will 
not be insured under an ordinary general fire policy. If he holds 
other people’s property, without being legally responsible for it, 
this property must be insmed by the actual owners, and not by the 
person holding it, or it will not be covered at all. If I sell a man 
goods out of my shop and undertake to deliver them, then, pending- 
delivery, they will remain covered under my insurance policy because 
I am legally responsible for them. But if I sell a man goods out of 
^y bonded warehouse, and they continue to lie in my warehouse to 
suit the convenience of the purchaser, then it is the purchaser’s 
business to take out an insurance; my interest has ceased. Then, 
again, if I have contracted to sell my house, between the contract 
of sale and completion of the purchase there may be, and often is, a 
Jiiatus in the insurance protection unless the conditions in the insur¬ 
ance policy deal with the point or care is taken to secure protection. 
These questions in regard to insurable interest may seem complicated, 
but they arise naturally out of the personal nature of the fire insurance 
contract; it is the person who is insured, not the property, so that 



1906 THE LIMITS OF FIRE INSURANCE 


825 


as ownership or responsibility changes so must the insurance be 
changed. In practice there is little difl&culty if the person who 
acquires an Interest in any property will at once se^that the insurance 
office concerned is informed of the change. In one important class 
of fire insurance policies some laxity is allowed. It is common fer 
an insurance on pne’s furniture, &c., in one’s dwelling-house to be 
extended to cover also the effeets of sen^ants or visitors which may 
be on the piemises at the time pi a fire ; an omission to see that this ^ 
provision is made iif a furniture policy may have awkward conse¬ 
quences—especially as regards (Ale’s visitors ! 

I have already shown how the fire insurance policy is a contract 
of personal indemnity, and I must now carry it a step further, and 
deal with limitations of place and circumstance. A building, say, 
is in use for a particular purpose, and is equipped in a particular way. 
The owner takes out a fire, insurance policy at an agreed rate of premium. 
Now, as that premium is based on the degree of fire risk incident to 
the particular building while in its present use, it is obvious that 
anything done to increase that risk, either by change in construction 
or in use, may invahdate the contract altogether. It follows that 
any change in construction or in use, just as in ownership or interest, 
must be immediately notified to the insurance office. It should be 
broadly understood that it is the business of insurance offices to 
insure, and that they desire for their own benefit to meet the conveni¬ 
ence of their clients. In order that there may be unbroken harmony 
between the two parties to the contract, the person insured and the 
office, there should be the fullest good faith. It is far better to tell 
an insurance office too much than too little, both at the outset 
and during the currency of a policy. 

The contents of buildings are removable, and within the complete 
control of the persons insured. But it should be clearly understood 
that an insurance policy is an indemnity strictly limited by place. 
The goods to be covered must be in the premises described in the 
insurance policy—or allowed by subsequent changes in the contract— 
either in one building (an ordinary insurance) or in two or more 
specified buildings (a floating insurance). If goods are removed, even 
though it, may be temporarily to an adjacent building, then they will 
not be covered unless the. adjacent building has^ been specified and 
allowed by the.policy, or by endorsement on the policy. Here also it 
is only necessary for those taking out insurances to be clear and 
explicit as to what is wanted, and to understand what are the limita¬ 
tions of an ordinary policy. As in the matter oi^ insurable interest, 
insurances on domestic furniture and other property in private houses 
are specially treated in regard to the right of removal. It is not 
necessary for a householder specially to insure his luggage when he 
goes for a holiday. Since the autumn of 1903 all fire insurance pohcics 
have contained a clause allowing the removal of articles of household 
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or personal use or ornament to tfny other private dwelling-house, club, 
lodging-house, or hotel in the United Kingdom where the insured may 
be staying, or to any bank or safe-deposit which is not part of a furni¬ 
ture depository. Property so removed will be held covered to'the 
extent of 10 per cent, of the amoxmt insured by the polity. In a 
similar way the contents of a coach-house, stabling, or harness- 
room may be temporarily removed to any other place of the same 
, description in the United Kingdom^! and will be covered while so 
removed. I am referring, of course, to ordinary fire insurance, and not 
to the numerous special contracts wtuch may be taken out covering 
accidents from all sorts of causes to horses, carriages, motor¬ 
cars, &c. 

The limitations of fire insurance arise in two ways: (1) From the 
common-law principle of personal indemnity for actual direct loss on 
which the whole contract is based ; and -(2) from the clauses or condi¬ 
tions expressed in the policies themselves. The first includes, to a 
large extent, the second, and is much the more important. Hence, 
curiously enough, it is much more important to understand fully the 
nature of the contract than to study the policies in close verbal detail. 
While reading clauses and conditions one may easily fail to see the 
wood for the trees. If, on the other hand, the principles are under¬ 
stood, then it will be seen that the greater part of the clauses and 
conditions in the policies merely give instructions to the insured, and 
provide machinery for carrying out in practice the principle of per¬ 
sonal indemnity. In the absence of these expressed conditions, much 
delay and many disputes would certainly arise which are at present 
obviated, and their presence is a distinct advantage in most cases to 
persons insured. But, whether present or omitted, the principle of 
personal indemnity remains unaffected. 

It happens, however, that some of the policy conditions go beyond 
mere interpretation or the setting up of machinery, and ])rovide for 
the extension of the contract as well as for its limitation. The insured 
are given explicit rights which they would not have at common law, 
such as protection from damage done by lightning as well as from 
the explosion of coal gas in buildings other than gasworks. The 
concessions, mentioned above, as to the effects of visitors and servants 
in private dwelling-houses, and the removals of personal luggage, 
come within this category of extensions. But there are also hmita- 
tions set up dealing with liability for fire damage caused by, or arising 
out of, certain events which need to be specially referred 

No fire insurance poheies issued in this country, and in most 
other countries, cover loss or damage caused by or happening through 
riots or civil commotions, foreign enemy, military or usurped power, 
or earthquakes. If such a disaster as that of San Francisco occurred 
here, the fire olfiees would have no liability either for earthquake or 
for fire damage caused by the earthquake. The reason for this 
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large exclusion is the incalculable natjire of an earthquake and the 
damage which it may cause. Not only can no one calculate a premium 
to meet so vague a risk, but no human security can be provided which 
wol4^ scattered to fragments by a really widespread earth¬ 

quake. have seen the enormous fire losses—amounting to not 
less than 40,000,0^^.—anising out of earthquake in one American 
city. If the shock had spread f^ to several other impbrtant cities, 
as it might well have done, problbly no Sje insurance office, British, 
American, orlSuropeaa, would h^e been able to pay the claims upon 
it. The protection offered by fi* insurance is an indemnity against 
ordinary accidental losses, and riot one of Ahe exclusions with which 
I am deabng is of the nature of an ordinary accident. Fire losses 
arising out of riots and civil commotions are ruled out practically 
everywhere. It is a liability of a State or mimicipality to protect 
its citizens from the effects of wide outbreaks of disorder, and, in this 
country, I believe, property-owners, in the event of loss through riots, 
have a remedy against tht public authority which controls the police. 
If a country be invaded by an enemy, or a revolution takes place, the 
destruction might be stupendous —comparable even to that caused 
by an earthquake—and there would be no security that fire offices 
could pay even if they did not exclude the risks altogether. They 
properly exclude these risks. There is yet another exclusion apphcable 
to some insurances—namely, damage caused by spontaneous com¬ 
bustion or heating. This is a very limited exclusion, since it relates 
only to the damage caused to the object which heats, and not to the 
damage caused to other property by a fire originally due to spon¬ 
taneous combustion. Suppose there were a dozen haystaclcs and one 
heated, and that in consequence the whole batch was destroyed by 
fire. Then the loss on the original offending haystack which heated 
would be excldded, but the loss on all the other eleven innocent 
haystacks would be paid for by the insurance offices. 

An ordinary fire insurance policy, such as most of my readers will 
possess, is, within its limits, a complete indemnity. That is to say, it 
is not ‘ subject to average,’ and involves no obligation on the part of 
the insured to share losses with the insurance office. To some extent, 
of course, every fire insurance contract involves a sharing of loss, 
because, by the principle of pure indemnity, all indirect loss is thrown 
upon the person^who suffers from the fire, and he has in addition to 
put up with much inconvenience for which no indenuiity is offered. 
It is this imdescribed and indefinite sharing of loss through a fire 
which tends to make people careful not to have fixes. But in addition 
to this unexpressed, though implied, sharing of loss,* there is, in mer¬ 
cantile contracts, a specific apportionment of loss between the person 
insured and £he insurance office, and this apportionment is called the 
principle of ‘ average.’ In essence the principle of average is most 
equitable, and there is little reason, except custom, why it should be 
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confined, as it is, to certain classes of insurance. The principle of 
average is this : when a property is insured for less than its real value 
(at the time of the fire), then the person insured shall, share in any 
loss or damage in proportion to the amount which he elects to leave 
uninsured. If I have goods in a warehouse, which, at the^tijue of a 
fire, are worth 10,0001., and my insurance amourts to 8,000Z. only, 
then I must pay (or lose^) two-teirths of any fire damage, and the 
insurance company will be liable for eight-tenths only. The principle 
is a penalty on under-insxirance, and /'eaves those who chdose to under¬ 
insure to do so at their own risk. A| the insurance office only receives 
premiums on the portion lOf the valie insured, it declines to be liable 
for more than the pro rata portion of the damage done by a fire, A 
general application of the principle of average, or ‘ co-insurance,’ to all 
fire policies would be much in the interests of the public, since at 
present those who pay the premium on, say, the full value of their 
dwelling-houses have to pay also to some extent for the deficiencies 
of the man next door who under-insures his house. In practice, 
however, as I have said, the average principle is only applicable to 
specified insurance contracts, those which are expressly described as 
being ‘ subject to average,’ and is not of general application. 

Wliilc there is some justice in the criticism that the orthodox 
system of fire insurance, as it is conducted in this country and all 
over the world, is inelastic, and in some respects inecpiitable; it is 
arguable that no other system is suited to the peculiar conditions on 
which the business must be carried on. It is a business which is done 
in huge quantities ‘ over the counter,’ so to speak, and the insurance 
companies know little or nothing of the character or position of the 
persons applying for insurance. Nothing but a rather rigid insistence 
on the principle of pure indemnity for actual loss or damage sustained 
can provide the necessary bulwark against carelessness and fraud, 
especially as the properties covered by the insurances are in most 
cases within the full control of the persons insured. It may also be 
contended on behalf of the system that its success—proved in all 
cmmtries and based on the experience of two centuries—shows that it 
meets the needs of the public. Had any other been possible, com¬ 
mercially, there would have been no lack of energetic exponents. 

%Even those companies and private underwriters who take up the 
classes of business refused by some of the orthodox offices—such as 
the insurance of pictures, jewelry, &c., at fixed values, and the insur¬ 
ance of ‘ loss of profits ’ arising out of fires—agree that large general 
fire insurance operations must be run on the present accepted fines of 
indemnity for direct losses. In support of this we have the solid 
uncontrovertible fact that fully 95 per cent, of the fire insurance 
business of the world is orthodox insurance. It is not in the least 
degree probable that in its main features there will be any fundamental 
change in principle as regards the great mass of the everyday fire 
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business, and there is no public demand, that I know of, for any such 
d^nge. But here ahd there one sees possibihties of greater elasticity, 
raere^pecially in regard to property out of the control of the insured. 
Gooo^&dock warehouses or in bonded stores might, if the owners 
desired, be insur%l on the ba^s of fixed values—as is done by marine 
companies—^without any substantial sacrifice of principle or risk of 
incurring exceptional ‘ moral ^kzard.’ Then, again, genuine contin¬ 
gent losses arising out of a fir^-feosses other than the material damage 
actually caused by the fire—imght be more sympathetically treated. 
There is a big demand, a vel^ natural 'and necessary demand, for 
protection ^igainst such losses, and there is also year by year a growing 
amount of such insurances being placed outside the ranks of the 
regular orthodox fire offices. Such insurances can be based on a 
system which is true to the main principle that no one must be allowed 
to make a profit out of a fire. If, say, the run of a successful piece at* 
a theatre is stopped by a fire, the actual loss to the producer and to the 
writer of the piece is not measured by the material damage to scenery 
and theatrical furniture. But any compensation which may be 
allowed for contingent losses—^losses of profits—must be based on the 
principle of indemnity and proved by the actual earnings at the time 
of the fire, or a whole field is opened for mere wager insurances, or for 
making insurance offices pay for unsuccessful ventures. 

No criticism of insurance principles is sound which does not take 
into account the interests of the community as well as those of insured 
persons and of insurance companies. The public interest demands 
that fires should be prevented as far as possible, and their occurrence 
made inconvenient to those who sufier from them. The loss caused 
by every fire is a dead loss ; no recovery of that loss is possible. All 
that insurance companies do is to spread the loss over a wide area. 
As the community as a whole must lose by every fire, whoever pays for 
it, any institutions wliich by their system or by their rules make 
fires inconvenient and enforce precautions against them are doing 
a great, almost inestimable, pubhc service. And there is no doubt 
at all that the fire insurance offices have, by their system of indemnity 
and by their collective eflorts—call them a ‘ ring,’ if you please,—done 
more to keep down fires, and to preserve property from loss, than all 
the efforts, foi^ generations, of legislatures and ihxmicipalities. The 
consistent, even remorseless, penalising of bad risks, bad construc¬ 
tion and equipment, and the concessions in respect of lower premiums 
to good risks, good construction and equipment, enforced year after 
year and generation after generation, have brought about in this 
country an immense reduction in the fire risks and improvement in 
building, A system free from limitations, a system which would 
insum anything and everything provided that people ‘ would pay the 
rates,’ a system which would allow values to be fixed in advance 
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without inquiry and would thus permit wagering in insurance—such a 
system could never have deserved well of the public, however much 
fraudulent or careless owners of property might have found it/j6n- 
venient. It is, indeed, by those very features which, with't”£ought- 
lesB people, hp.ve caused unpopularity, tha't the British fire ofiices 
have most surely earned the ^atitu# and goodwill of the community 
at large. t 

F. Habcourt Kitchin. 
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THE WATCHING OF THE MYRRH 


It was Old Christmas Eve ; there were seven of us, and a lantern. 
It wanted but twenty minutes to midnight, and the night was lit 
only by the stars when we .started on our mysterious errand. What 
was it ? Not burglary^, for the lantern was not a dark lantern ; 
not the crime of the wrecker (though the coasthne is suggestive of 
such a purpose), for our lantern was wilhngly lent us by the cox of 
the lifeboat, who is naturally the mariner’s best friend ; not raiding 
the neighbours’ gardens, for we have many a time visited them by 
dayhght and acquired by gift or purchase samples of all that is therein. 
The composition of our little party, too, forbids any theory of serious 
crime—four girls of assorted sizes, large and small (one, at least, very 
small to be out of bed at such an hour), a college boy reading for the 
Church, myself, and my faithful old cat, who follows everywhere at 
my heels—these made up the seven. But what were we going to do 
at that dead hour of the night £ We were in expectation—the younger 
of us, at any rate, in expectation—of being witnesses to a modern 
miracle ; fq;r we went to take part in the time-honoured custom of 
the ‘ Watching of the Myrrh.’ 

‘ The Watching of the Myrrh,’ be it explained to the reader who 
is not an antiquary, is one of the ancient customs associated in old- 
world tradition with Christmas Eve. Still, in out-of-the-way places, 
where ancient usage lingers, the Christmas Eve of the New Calendar 
—that New Calendar now so old that most of us have half-forgotten 
that there was ever any other—has not wholly supplanted the 
Christmas Eve of the Old Style. This, when we remember it at all, 
we hold distinguished by the name of Twelftli Night, because it is 
twelve days after the earher date of the New Style. On the Old 
Christmas Eve, says tradition in the Isle of Man, strange things 
happen. At midnight two-year-old cattle go 09 their knees ; and the 
bees, at other times silent in their winter sleep, fly out of the hive in 
a busy §warm. Strangest of all, the myrrh, plant of miracle, rises 
up and flowers in a single night. Between the hours of twelve and 
one on Old Christmas Eve the myrrh—which is at first only a small 
bud, scarcely if at all peeping above the soil—rises, expands, spreads 
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its leaves, and bursts at last ^nto miraculous bloom. The whole 
garden, moreover, is filled with its sweet scent, as though the plant 
had felt the cold end darkness of the winter midnight exchanged 
for the warmth and brightness of a summer noon. 

And all these things are so, in memory of a night in Bethlehem 
when kine paid homage on their knees, and kings fsom afar brought 
gifts of m 3 m:h. So says theu tradition^ of the olden time. Therefore 
should good people spend the midnight hour in watching that these 
wonders may be known to mortal eyes. Such, accordingly, has been 
from time immemorable the custom in the Isle of Man. 

Myrrh, according to the prosaic writers of a modem day, is the 
product of a tree not capable of growth in our cold and northern 
clime ; but this fact did not in the least trouble the simple-minded 
country folk of past days. They found an aromatic plant that does 
grow in our climate, and that was good epough for them. The plant 
traditionally known in the Isle of Man as ‘ the myrrh ’ may be seen there 
in old-fashioned gardens. It is only an old root from an old-fashioned 
garden, say the people, that sends up shoots on Old Christmas Eve. 
New roots, in newly planted gardens, somehow fail to conform to the 
custom, and, though watched carefully, are watched in vain. Nor is 
it of any avail to watch the oldest of old roots in the oldest of old 
gardens if the date chosen be the nev) Christmas Eve ! But what if, 
when all the above requisites are fulfilled, the myrrh flower should 
still fail of making its appearance ? Then, say the elders, the obvious 
conclusion is that this particular plant is not of the genuine species 
of myrrh. And who shall gainsay the opinion of old fglk ? For 
when were old folk ever short of an argument in matters pertaining, 
however remotely, to the province of theology ? In my neighbour’s 
garden lies a root of ‘ myrrh,’ large and spreading, the growth of 
many years. The garden is old—^no one now living remembers when 
it was not there. This is the true and genuine myrrh, hallowed by 
memories of the past. And if this should fail us, across the way 
there is another old root of myrrh, in another old garden. Well do 
I remember the old man who used to tend it in the days when first 
I knew the place. Tradition—more reliable, probably, in this instance 
than in the legend of the myrrh— g&ve him an ancestry among the 
Hu*^uenot refugees in this far island of the aea. Forty years ago his 
voice led the village choir—a choir guiltless of instrumental music, 
except for the occasional use of an old fiddle. To-day, in the same 
parish, his grandson plays a good organ in a new church. Let those 
who, wearied of commonplace, would go seeking fdr a miracle, turn 
from the world of flowers to the world of human life. For the living 
root of genius, planted in the soil of honesty, and tended with industry, 
will renew its growth generation after generation, even in the winter 
of adversity and on the bleakest shore. 

And now it is midnight, and we scan carefully the spot where the 
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precious plant lies hid. Two little^ conical buds, a foot apart, and 
each scarcely a fifth of an inch high, are the sole indioations of our 
treasure. We set the lantern down hard by, ^nd keep ourselves 
^arm by pacing up and down the little garden; the children run by 
turns to. our hostess’s hospitable fire ; and pussy, from a point of 
vantage on the*,wall, Sbans all our proceedings with a critical eye. 
The night is still and cold, jjjpid the ^lantern burns Tarightly in the 
quiet air. , 

A quarter past twelve, and our plant is still the same. I recall 
the first time that I took part in the ‘ Watching of the Myrrh.’ On 
this occasion we went, hke Jack and Jill, up a hill—the Howe, as 
the country folk call it, as if there were no other Howe (hill, i.e.) in 
all the world. The night was dark and rainy; yet, unhke Jack and 
Jill, we came down again without accident, probably owing to the 
fact that a prudent and self-sacrificing member of the party imder- 
took the task of carrying a lantern—a boat’s lantern, warranted to 
be visible at a distance of two miles, and bright enough to guide 
even the most careless steps in safety. Did we get the myrrh ? 
Yes, we did. But when exactly it arose, and how far it had made 
progress towards blossom, who plucked it, and whether they did or 
did not grub it up with a pocket-knife, I will not undertake to say. 

Half-past twelve and no change. We note the stars to pass the 
time. We recall to each other the day when we saw this little garden 
assailed by raging seas, its wall broken down, and potatoes with the 
soil they grew in carried away bodily by the waves. Then the sea 
rose in mountains; to-night it lies still and calm. We slip over to 
the other garden to see how the myrrh there is getting on. Here are 
buds an inch high ; but, then, they were there the day before. 

A quarter to one. The younger members of our party feel sure 
that our two buds are larger. Then there are certainly others coming 
—one, two, three. These are where they have patted the soil with 
their fingers. 

One o’clock. We are not going to give up in despair. Some¬ 
times, say the traditions of the place, the myrrh, slow in rising, yet 
flowers before the dawn of day, 

A quarter past one. Our youngsters are still more sure that 
the plant makes some progress. Pussy comes down and examines it 
most attentively. 

Half-past one. The buds, so often patted, are certainly a little 
farther out of the grormd. We must watch more steadily. Pussy 
sits down, evidently with a firm intention to do so. (It is warmer, 
by the way, on the ground close to the lantern than on the wall.) 

A quarter to two. We visit the second plot of myrrh, and try 
to keep awake. The youngsters are quite sure that the myrrh in our 
plot is rising, but are not so certain about that in the other garden. 

Two o’clock. We acknowledge ourselves beaten. Bed is the 
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place of all others most desirable, whatever miracles meanwhile take 
place elsewhere. We say ‘ Good-bye,’ promising to come again by 
daylight and see whjit progress the myrrh has made. 

Turning round the comer from the house, our sleepy senses ai?4 
roused by a sudden alarm. What is this bright light shining over 
the long spit of land that juts out into the sea ? Jt is three miles 
away, a wild arid rocky placg where sc^attercd lonely farmsteads look 
upon the shore. What is this light, and how about the hayricks 
knd late standing comstacks of our friends over there across the 
bay ? It is only the other day that they fed the thrashing-mill with 
one of them, whereof at hasvest time I helped (or hindered) in the 
making; and there were others standing.' We rush back to the 
house of the myrrh. We know they have a field-glass through which 
we might see the distant fire. ‘ Fire ? ’ says our hostess, with in¬ 
dignant laughter. ‘ Why, thafs the rising moon ! ’ And so it is, 
rising above the long, low hill—a single hom, red and fiery, of the 
crescent moon. But we were so sleepy—so sleepy, indeed, that if 
we had stayed much longer we should not only have taken the rising 
moon for a fire, but also should have been easily convinced of the rising 
of the growing myrrh. We understand quite well now, from personal 
experience, why the tradition has been confirmed by generation after 
generation of sleepy watching of the myrrh. 

We wake ourselves up with our laughter, and trot briskly home¬ 
ward, cat and all. The fire is warm and red, and we finish the evening 
as we began it—with cakes, and apples, and nuts. Then two bold 
spirits repent them that they have given way to cold and slumber, 
and forsaken the quest of the myrrh. They wiU go back and search 
again. The youngsters and the cat are by this time snoozing peace¬ 
fully on the hearthrug. Our adventurous spirits are away for full 
half an hour. When they return they are quite, quite sure it is 
coming ! It will be up by dayhght, not a doubt. 

It was not, perhaps, the carhest of daylight that greeted my eyes 
next morning when I was aroused by shouts of triumph. We ve 
got it! We’ve got it, flower and all! ’ And, sure enough, so they 
had ! Three inches long, as near as may be, with several green 
leaves and a large white flower-bud. The treasure, placed in a tea- 
cu')f) in my sunny window, lasted a fortnight, and the tiny flowerets 
of the head of blossotn showed each of them five white petals, plainly 
to be seen. And yet there are unbehevers who say that the age of 
miracles is past! 

Alas! that I must tear away the veil of illusion and let in the 
light of common day. To begin with, the hallowed myrrh is neither 
more nor less than a plant much resembling aniseed in appearance 
and in odour. This plant, myrrh, so named, I think, by botanists 
on account of this northern tradition, is much like celery in its growth, 
and forms a stout winter bud deep down in the soil; and at the turn 
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of the year this bud, lilfe that of the crooife or the snowdrop, is ready 
to peep above the ground. We are apt to associate the idea of a 
‘ bud ’ with the spring, because in spring the buds open; but nature 
prepares them long, before. On many trees, for instance, the buds 
that are to be opened next spring axe found alrescdy formed, not only 
by autumn, but even in the summer of the year before. And some of 
these long-standing bucjs contain, already fully formed in the winter, 
not only leaves, but also flowers. Such, also, is uftcjn the case with 
the bud of the myrrh. I artf inclintid *to think that other kindred 
plants are *sometimes called upon to play the part of the ‘ myrrh ’ j 
but for these also the same explanation holds good. 

Already, by the 6th of January, if the season be at all mild, the 
buds of the myrrh are peeping above the ground. The top only is 
visible, but several inches of bud lie below, and may be laid bare by 
clearing away the mould. A very little scraping of eager feet, a very 
little grubbing of curious hands, will therefore soon bring to light 
several inches of the plant. The shoot, when pulled apart, reveals 
both leaf and flower . and, since the whole plant is aromatic, and 
betrays its presence if only slightly bruised, the scent, adduced by 
simple folk as evidence of a winter miracle, is more than easily to be 
explained. Add to this, also, the word of warning given us by a 
farmer and churchwarden—churchwardens, by the way, are apt to 
be critical in matters of belief. The Manx country folk, when they 
talk of the flower of a plant, as likely as not mean a shoot or sprout. 
Thus the ‘ flower ’ of a potato has come up when it shows green. 
When the plant bears its flower they will call that the blossom. There¬ 
fore, if a coimtry fellow seeks the ‘ flower ’ of the myrrh, he will be 
quite satisfied if he gets green leaves. Hence the number of witnesses 
who have seen the myrrh in flower at Christmas, persuaded out of 
the mould of the garden bed by means of no agency more super¬ 
natural thdn their own hands. This is the whole of the secret; and 
yet I am told that there are a few people still alive at the present 
day who fully believe in the miraculous sprouting of the myrrh. As 
for those who ‘ watch ’ for it for the sake of keeping up old customs, 
do they beheve in the miracle ? Not a bit of it! But with Celtic 
love of a joke they will make pretence to do so, and will bring home 
with a solemn face the ‘ miraculous ’ shoot of myrrh which they have 
found after a little grubbing in the soil. 

But if we have maicle an end of the mirs^ple of the ‘ myrrh ’ by 
this simple explanation, there is yet something to be added regarding 
the origin of the befief. All these legends, both that of the myrrh, 
and its accompanying stories regarding the cattle and the bees, are 
of Scandinavian origin. They may be traced in other parts of the 
British Isles; but in the Isle of Man they seem to have survivedj^un- 
distiurb^d from the days when its Norse conquerors raised those 
Runic crosses which still exist to delight the student of history. The 
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legend of the myrrh is doubtless, like the use of the mistletoe, one of 
the many instances in which the rites of an ancient mythology have 
been utihsed^as the ornaments‘of a Christian festival. The early 
appearance of the buds, with their precocious preformed flowers, was 
doubtless marked by the wise men of the northern nations, and 
associated in their minds with ‘ the turn of the year,’ while yet they 
worshipped Odin, and had never heard of Ghristiap creeds. Nay, 
long ages before Odin was worshipped, the plant took part possibly 
in the rites of an older creed, Embodying the worship of the seasons 
af the year, and was reverenced because the appearance of its buds, 
just after the winter solstice, welcomed the lengthening hours of day¬ 
light and gave witness to the ^aily increasing power of the sun. 

B. Lindsay. 
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The introduction- of the subject of education into the political 
arena is an unfortunate incident for its own highest interests. In 
the first place, it deals with subjects on which the man in the street 
thinks himself quite as competent to judge and quite as much entitled 
to pronounce an opinion as the statesman in his cabinet or the pro¬ 
fessor in his lecture-room. Even if we bear this point in mind, the 
number of proposals in relation to Mr. Birrell’s Bill is simply ama 2 !ing. 
I speak with feeling, for the name of the proposals submitted to me 
in one form or another for private opinion or public judgment has 
been legion. I am a worn-out veteran, deeply interested, but taking 
no active part in the fray. I tremble to think what must have been 
the pressure on the unfortunate Minister who is at its centre. Of 
course, the great multitude of these suggestions can be summarily 
disposed of, but we cannot so easily get free from the confusion of 
thought they cause. It is hardly possible to give a hint even about 
matters of very subordinate importance without its being an opening 
for all kinds of proposals in relation to it, and, unfortunately, the 
more insignificant the point the fiercer the heat with which it is 
too often discussed. As the result, matters of detail are elevated 
into questions of principle. If it happens to be some Unionist who 
insists upon one view, there are Liberals or Nonconformists who 
think it necessary at once to offer uncompromising opposition, and 
the same holds good on the other side. The discussions on the Bill 
in Committee have only too often reminded me of the assembly at 
Ephesus, where ‘ some cried one thing, and some another: for the 
assembly was in confusion ;.and the more part knew not wherefore 
they were come i^ogether.’ 

All this is unfortunate enough; but the situation has been com¬ 
plicated by the introduction of mere party tactics into a subject 
which ought to have* been kept entirely free from tjiem. Of course, 
from the moment that it was recognised that the work of the schools 
could not be restricted to secular instruction, this-became inevitable. 
The speeches of the Bishops on^ the^ introduction of Mr. Birrells 
_ measure gave to the controversy a still more political character, which 

837 



888 


« 

THE NlifETEENTH CENTUBY Aug. 

the moderation of later utterances has not been able to remove. 
The Bill has^up to this point been the principal scheme of the Ministry, 
and, as a necessary consequence, the controversy has become more and 
more political both in spirit and in character. It is unfortunate, 
but it was inevitable. The evil has been increased by the freedom 
of observation in which some Lobby correspondents have indulged. 
As the result, some of the most important questions have been 
imperfectly touched, whil5 mere trifles have been elevated to an 
importance to which certainly they are not entitled. « 

The whole history of the contest has been by no means edifying. 
It opened with a fierce outburst of Episcopal anger. Its original 
violence was to some extent moderated in subsequent utterances, but 
with the majority it would seem as though the opposition was still as 
uncompromising as ever. The wisdom of taking this attitude may 
be doubted, but there is no just reason to complain of the severest 
criticism, provided only it be conducted with sweet reasonable¬ 
ness. That quality, unfortunately, is one which in many cases 
seems to have been quietly dismissed from the dispute. The air 
was filled wdth charges of confiscation, which, despite all their ex¬ 
periences of political warfare, must greatly have astonished the ears 
even of the Ministry themselves. The misfortune of such a mode of 
warfare is that it not only makes the strife itself more bitter, but 
that it tends to confuse the issues at stake. In the present case, 
c.^., the fiercest passions have been awakened in relation to points 
which have no real existence. The idea of confiscation has been 
prominent in speech, but is simply ludicrous. The Ministry, in 
truth, would hardly have been allowed to find a comfortable resting- 
place even on the Opposition Benches, to say nothing of retaining 
their present position, had their first proposal been to deprive the 
Anglican Church of its property in schools which wcfe the standing 
and expressive monuments of its devotion to the cause of Christian 
education and the children of England. But though the Primate 
and some of the Bishops have moderated the tone of their first de¬ 
nunciations, there are others of them who still maintain the same 
attitude and make the same charge. The Bishop of Manchester is 
the conspicuous example. The march of the Manchester men, which 
lie organised apparently with the view of impressing the country 
and the Government, fell little short of the farcical. There is a con¬ 
stitutional way in which the people of Manchester ean express their 
views on the education question, and they have done it with clear and 
emphatic voice. No effort was spared by the Bishop and his friends 
to present the claims of their schools in the demonstration on the 
night before the election in January; but the appeals were made in 
vain, for the next night saw Manchester represented by a. solid phalanx 
of Liberals. The whole story only serves to illustrate the peril into 
which ecclesiastics may fall if they condescend to the arts of political, 
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agitation. There is a well-known sa^ng—a very untrue one, as I 
venture to think—^that all things are fair in pohtics, as in love and 
war. Assuredly the political platform too often echoes to statements 
which cannot be justified, and which excite passions that are alto¬ 
gether unfriendly to a wise and judicial settlement. 

But if the ma^m wer 6 really sound it would be a sufficient reason 
for keeping reUgion and pohtics, absolutely apart. Thfe mistake hes 
here. They ^eal with two spheres whose laws are entirely distinct. 
Here, indeed, is the eharacteristic feature of this entire episode. It 
would be hard to be severe on those who have succeeded only to a 
heritage of difficulty. The different parties have for the last few 
years been playing at cross-purposes, and this cry of ‘ confiscation ’ 
and cognate complaints have come out of the confusion. It is foohsh 
to be very angry aboiit them, though they are exasperating enough to 
those who ask that popular institutions should be controlled by 
the popular vote. It is not wonderfd that those who have regarded 
certain privileges as theii rightful inheritance should esteem their with¬ 
drawal as an act of injustice. But Nonconformists are not trying to 
secure some countervailing advantages for Ihcmselves. They are simply 
asking for justice all round. There is not the slightest evidence that the 
Anglican Church will be a penny the poorer. If it loses anything it 
will be some sectarian privilege to which no Church is entitled. The 
advocates of these broad measures of national equity arc not in any 
sense its enemies. It is probably idle for any Nonconformist to assert 
that he is opposed, not to the Anglican Church per se, but simply to the 
usurpation by the State of any authorityin matters of religion. But that 
is true of numbers of us. We are not insensible to the work which the 
Anglican Church has done, nor do we believe that there must necessarily 
be antagonism between it and Free Churches. On"the contrary, we 
believe that tfie time for these offensive distinctions is rapidly passing 
away, and that the day is not far distant when the servants of Christ 
will feel that One is our Master, even Christ, and all we are brethren, 
and that no State has any right to set up distinctions amongst us. 

Meanwhile, it is desirable in a great national discussion like this 
for each party to try to understand the aims of its opponents. It 
may be very difficult for parties occupying such positions as members 
of the State Church on tfie one side, and Free Churchmen on the 
other, thoroughly to understand each other’s cash. Nonconformists, 
at all events, are justified in complaining of the misrepresentation of 
their entire attitude, which has been so marked. The Bill itself has 
been described as a Nonconformist measure, and one which has been 
directed against the Church. Again and again has Mr. Balfour 
insisted that it is a direct attack upon the Anglican Church, and 
inspired by a desire to weaken its position and influence. In a certain 
sense it is true that its ideal cannot be worked out without a curtail¬ 
ment of some of the advantages which an Established Church enjoys. 
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Possibly Mr. Balfour may ba\;e convinced himself that the Bill of 
1902 dealt as liberally with Dissenters as with Churchmen, but it is 
■eactremely doubtful whether he has succeeded ih inducing any others 
to accept his view. It would be a mere trifling to reopen this ques¬ 
tion now. I have not been a Passive Eesister, and, indeed, -have from 
the beginning expressed my dissent from ‘that particular mode of 
warfare; but when I have l^eard th,p pitiful sneers directed against 
passive resistance as a cheap and pretentious form of martyrdom, I 
have felt something of the spirit which stirred •Sheil in that memor¬ 
able passage in which he hurled back Lord Lyndhurst’s insults against 
Irishmen when he called them aliens in blood, race, language, and 
religion, and have been ready to cry out ‘Hold-’'’ I know these 
sufferers for conscience sake. Theirs is no mere lip service, still less 
is it a piece of miserable acting for ambition’s sake. I differ from 
their judgment, but I am assured of their integrity, and I respect 
their devotion. Of course the Liberal Government, which Free 
Churchmen had done so much to place in power, was bound to remove 
this crying injustice. But Mr. Balfour would do well to remember 
what his persistent endeavours to represent this as a blow dealt at 
the Church really mean. They are, in truth, a confession that the 
Bill of 1902 was a concession of privilege by his Government to the 
Establishment. As a matter of fact, there is no reasonable pretence 
for dragging in the question of the Estabhshment at all. The Bill 
is a simple endeavour to carry out the principle of political justice in 
our educational system. If this be to aim a blow at the Church, 
so much the worse for the Church. It can only be because the Churcli 
has been placed in an invidious position of privilege. No doubt the 
present Bill goes beyond the correction of the unfairness of that of 
1902, but that is almost a necessary consequence. If the compromise 
of 1870 had been left untouched, it is in every way improbable that 
any such change would have been proposed now. The late Ministry 
may congratulate themselves upon having supphed the momentum 
necessary to secure so decided an advance. They took advantage 
of a factitious majority, gained for entirely different purposes, to 
confer a benefit upon their clerical supporters; and now, when a 
Liberal Government seeks to work out the true ideal of national 
education, their proposals are described as p. blow at the Church. 

An equally un|)rofitable and misleading discussion has arisen 
about the special provisions for the rehgious instruction in the Council 
schools. It might have been supposed that the history of Noncon¬ 
formist Churches in this country would have been sufficient to pre¬ 
serve them from the statement that undenominationalism is their 
religion. I have been accustomed to think that the faults imputed 
to Dissenters were of an entirely opposite character, and that they 
were generally assumed to be too tenacious about small^differences, 
and too schismatic in asserting them. The normal type of Dissenter 
has again and again been described to me as that of John and Jennie, 
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who separated and separated until tjiey became a denomination of 
their own, iud then Jennie suspected the orthodoxy of John. Now 
it seems as TOough the man who has no dogmas, «,nd cares nothing 
about them, is the truest type of Dissenter. The criticisms which 
have been-passed upon us, all based on this view, have often been 
irritating because •of thefr essential injustice. There are, no doubt, 
those who answer to this description. ^ Dut to suggest that simple 
Bible teaching means the absence of dogma, and that that is the 
Nonconformist’s creed, is a suggestion which is as ludicrous as it is 
unjust. I have, however, myself met with so many earnest Church¬ 
men for whom I have the profoundest reject, who clearly hold this 
view with perfecfr^incerity, that I feel constrained to examine it a 
little more fully. It is perhaps well at the beginning to remind my 
readers that the Cowper-Temple compromise was not a Noncon¬ 
formist movement. If this b(j, as is often said, a new Nonconformist 
religion which the Government is about to estabhsh in all Council 
schools, it is, to say the least, strange that the names of two loyal 
and devoted Churchmen should be so closely connected with it. 
Mr. Cowper-Temple was its author ; Mr. W. H. Smith was one of its 
principal sponsors in the London School Board. Both of them were 
zealous members of the Anglican Church. The ideal of Joseph 
Lancaster, to wliich this coxmtry owed so much, hardly differed at all 
from that of the much maligned Cowper-Temple clause. Noncon¬ 
formists undoubtedly had largely accepted it and worked on it prior 
to the Education Bill of 1870. But to represent it as setting forth 
a Nonconformist creed is a mere perversion of fact. What it really 
does mean is that the rehgious teaching of children should deal simply 
with those broad principles of faith on which Christians are agreed, 
and should le^ve the discussion of the differences between Churches 
to the time when they are more capable of judging for tliemselves. 

What are the r^al points of difference between undenominationalism 
—‘ the hated and abhorred thing,’ as it is continually called—and its 
rival ? It certainly is not the great question which has sometimes 
divided the Churches, which still separates Calvinists and Arminians. 
I have yet to learn of the first instance in which any Board School 
has sought to inculcate the views either of the one side or the other. 
An attempt has been made, and somewhat persistently carried on, 
to represent undenominationalism as excluding the entire doctrinal 
teaching of the Bible, and confining itself simply to literary and 
ethical teaclung. There are undoubtedly those who hold this view 
consistently, and wlfo are eloquent in their eulogies, of the intellectual 
advantages of the reading of the Holy Scriptures in om schools. I 
fully agree ip their statements; I sympathise with their admiration ;. 
I absolutely dissent from their conclusions. If the Bible is to be- 
read in our schools simply as a great work of English literature, I 
would rather it were excluded altogether. After all, bare secularism 
is t)etter than an outward homage to the Bible, which involves the 
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ignoring of its real character as the one revelation from God. To 
Christians m general the Bible is precious as containing*'the message 
that God was in Christ reconciling the world to itimself. ’ Undoubtedly 
there are those who take an opposite view, and it is not for us to 
judge them. If they contend that the State has np right to give any 
preference ta either of these views over the other, I Aankly confess 
it. I go even further su’d admit that there are comparatively few 
who realise the difficulties of securing a real inatructioA in what are 
to us these essentials of the faith without violating the consciences 
of those who dissent from them. I am boimd in honour to add that 
this minority has never pressed its objections, and that they may 
therefore have been sometimes too much ignored. It is curious, 
indeed, to note the difference between the treatment accorded to 
Unitarians and Roman Catholics. The history of the last thirty 
years, however, has made it abimdantly manifest that for the latter 
exceptional treatment must be granted under any system except 
that which forbids the interference of the State with religious teaching 
altogether. Unitarians have been zealous workers in the cause of 
education, and have never insisted on any special grievance of their 
own. Hostile critics will probably say that is because the Cowper- 
Temple teaching is practically their own. 

But it may safely be predicted that when this struggle is over, and 
excited disputants are taking a more rational view of the situation, 
the bitter maledictions which have been heaped upon a system which, 
despite all statements to the contrary, has, of course with some 
exceptions, worked remarkably well, will be keenly regretted. Curses 
of this kind often come home to roost, and in the struggle with unbelief 
the fiery language of clerics, and among them even Bishops, will be 
quoted against the Bible itself. The violent and unscrupulous 
character of the attacks made upon the Government and this provision 
of its Bill in particular has been one of the worst features of the recent 
discussions. Exaggeration is common in pohtical discussion. It is 
peculiarly mischievous when some religious point is the centre round 
which the fight gathers. At the same time it is both absurd and unfair 
to lampoon this religious earnestness as though there were some re- 
jjroach resting upon those by whom it was indulged. On both sides 
it is a sign of thq extreme value which is attached to religion itself. 
The action of conscience is often unintelligible to 'mere spectators, 
but it is simple weakness on the part of observers to ridicule that 
which they do not comprehend. Surely it is the part of a sensible 
man to understand and respect the conscience* of another as much 
as to claim respect for his own. 

In reading the discussions, however, on the Education Bill, and 
especially in relation to this much-abused Cowper-Temple teaching, 
a question which continually presents itself is whether the critics 
have really weighed the language which they employ. Here is 
Bord Hugh Cecil in one of his latest utterances saying: ‘.The 
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Churcli of England regards the tenflency of the oper^ions of the 
Cowper-Tein|ble clause as hostile to her teaching, and ultimately 
subversive on Christianity.’ Has his lordship ever considered what 
the teaching is on which he utters this unqualified condemnation ? 
If a proposayha^l been made that the children should be taught the 
sacred books of Mohammed or of Buddhgi, or the teachings of Con¬ 
fucius, he c^uld hardly have branded i1? with more emphatic reproba¬ 
tion, ‘ Ultimately subversive of Christianity.’ He is rivalled in his 
maledictions by a clergyman who writes in relation to his county 
syllabus : ‘ This is the infidel “ canned mfiat ” that is to be provided 
in future for all«i^e children of the flock of Christ in substitution for 
the bread of heaven, with which hitherto so many thousands of them 
have been nourished.’ It is well that the reader should remember 
as he runs through these words that this ‘ infidel canned meat ’ is 
neither more nor less than simple Bible teaching. 

It is not the safety of the Bill which is endangered by such attacks 
as these. It is, what is far more important than any Bill or any 
party, the authority of the Bible itself. When the controversy has 
become nothing more than a memory, are not such words almost 
certain to be recalled in the heat of the perpetual discussion over 
the claims of Christianity which goes on from age to age ? The 
Bible itself has inspired a faith which forbids those who love it to 
despair of its future, but assuredly such extraordinary utterances 
as these—and, alas ! it would be possible to quote only too many 
of them—can only serve the cause of unbehef. Verily religion itself 
is wounded in the house of its friends. It is needless to repeat that 
I am not arguing thus because I approve the forcing of this system 
upon our schools. I quote it simply as an additional proof of the 
immense diAculty inseparable from any proposal for religious in¬ 
struction in the schools. But it is necessary on every account to do 
justice to the system itself, and for this reason alone it is not possible 
to pass such attacks over sub silentio. There is abundant evidence 
that a large number even of liberal-minded Churchmen have had the 
impression that the Free Churches desire teaching from which every 
doctrinal element is excluded. It would certainly be very hard to 
obtain it, but the great^ effort should be to fulfil the ideal of an 
utterly colourless religion. I was recently presesit at the discussion 
of this subject at two private conferences, at which some distinguished 
members of the Anglican Church, including two Bishops, met some 
representative Nonconformists in the most informal way. The ques¬ 
tion arose as to what was really intended by undenominational teach¬ 
ing, and I ventured to express the opinion that it might safely be 
described as represented either by the Apostles’ Creed or the Te Deum. 
It was not the first time that I had expressed this opinion, and I was 
speedily confirmed in it by various Nonconformist brethren in the 
company. There was, of course, our fundamental objection to the 
formulation of any creed beyond that of the simplest belief in Christ 
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as the foun^lation of Christian fellowship. But as to tli^ acceptance 
of the teaching of the Apostles’ Creed there was nomi) Of course, 
as to the one clause, ‘ I believe in the Holy Catholic Church,’ there 
would be a diversity of view, but not one involving' any essential 
antagonism . of Christian principle, Nothkig su^riE^d me more, 
however, than the manifest satisfaction and rehef wii;h which the 
earnest and liberal Anglican^ who were present received the state¬ 
ment. Letters which I have since received indicate tnat this was 
no momentary feeling, and suggest that the basis of a settlement 
may be found in the recognition of this fact. Here is our answer to 
the extraordinary allegation of Lord Hugh Cecil, ^ho tells us that 
the Cowper-Temple teaching is ‘ properly described as a new religion ’ 
because it ‘ differs from historic Christianity by rejecting the concep¬ 
tion of sin as an active evil.’ I read this in simple wonderment. 
That certainly would be a strange mode of reading the Bible which 
left its pupils without any sense of sin as an active evil. His lord- 
ship may safely dismiss his fears upon this score. This is pressing 
even the h 5 ^othetical type of objection to a remarkable extent. What 
it really means is that the Bible is not to be trusted in the schools 
unless there be the voice of the Church to interpret it. The time 
has long since passed when the people of England were likely to 
accept such a theory as this with patience or submission. In his 
own Church are multitudes of able and devoted men, who are pre¬ 
pared to contend as earnestly as any Nonconformists that the Bible, 
and the Bible only, is their rehgion. 

I am compelled, however, to admit that the estabhshment of 
this new system in our provided schools all over the country does 
involve an important surrender on the part both of the Anglican 
Church and its clergy. They have been accustomed th regard their 
authority, in the villages at all events, as supreme. They have now 
to learn that the people are to control their own schools, and it is 
tolerably certain they will do it in a very independent spirit. The 
first two clauses of the Bill are a remarkable concession, not to Non¬ 
conformist ambition, but to civic justice. Clause IV. is a concession 
to denominationalism. The more broad and liberal the spirit, the more 
generous the temper, and the more ungrudging the endeavour 
to do complete justice on the part of the Nonconformists, the better 
for all the greatest interests concerned. We have had too many 
small grievances aired and petty quibbles started. Is not the time 
come when we can take the opportunity that offers, and strive to 
make our schools the glory of our people and the admiration of the 
world ? 

J. Guinness‘Rogbrs. 


The Editor of The Nineteenth Century cannot undertake 
to return 'wnaccepted MSS. 
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LE PANGERMANISME, LA HOLLANDE 
ET LA BELGIQUE 

1. —Les PoKTH DU PllIN 

Cette Kevce nn appplanL ratientioD cle ses lecteurs sur ihe Absorption 
of Holland by Germany a rendu service, non seuleinent a ses 
cornpatriotes, mais aux liommes de toils les pays quipensent a I’avenir 
do I’Eilropp. 

On peut les diviser en deiix categories: les uns veulent que les 
peuples libres jjiiissent cVoluer chacun scion l«urs raceurs et leuT 
caract^re en feoriservant leul hegemonie; les autres entendent qii’il 
y ait an centre de I’Entope un pouvoir central dont les autres Etats 
ne seraient que les^subordonu^s. Toiltes les nations sauf I’AHemagne 
sont interessees a la politique qui assurera la i)retni6re solution. 

Commc Ta fait ressortir, dans son article, M. J. Ellis Barker et 
eomme le-prouve un coup d’onl jetd sur une carte, I’Empire d’Alle- 
magne a, au point de vue de la mer, une faclieuse configuration. Il 
a bien un developpement de 900 kil. de cotes sur la mer Baltique ; 
mais la mer Baltique est un lac ferme par des detroits d’un passage 
• VoL. LX— No. S55 846 A A 
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difficile et presque cheque hiver bloque par les glaces. ^ans ce lac 
elle a troisports deguerre : Koenisberg, Dantzig, Kiel. Jrour assurer 
les communicatioue de ce dernier arsenal avec*la merfiu Nord il a 
fallu creuser le Kaiser Wilhelm canal, long de 63nnilles, d’une 
profondeur de 30 pieds et d’une largeur au plafond de l2 pieds. 

Mais sur la rner du Nord de Cuxhaveii, a.*rembotichVre de I’Elbe, 
a Emden, la cote qui se coinp^ose de plaines basses protegees par des 
digues, n’a a vol d’oiseau qu’environ 80 milles. Lesideux ports 
Hambourg et Brcrne sont enfonccs dans les trt-res si bien que, des 
1828, Breine a complete le sien par Bremerhaven et que les grands 
paquebots de ilambourg ifachevent leurs chargeinents qua Cux- 
haven. II suffit d’un couj) de vent pour faire d#< denivellements 
de I’Elbe, au-dessous de Hambourg, de plus d’un metre. 

Sur cette cote il n’y a qu’un port de guerre, Wilhelmshafen, 
dont I'acces n’est maintenu qu’a force d§ dragages, 

Certes les ports de Hambourg et de Breme ont re9u un tres 
grand developpement depuis leur annexion a rem])ire en 1889. 

Mais le mouvement industriel de I'AHemagne se porte de plus en 
plus il I’ouest le long du Ehin, M. Ellis Barker a rappele avec 
raison le tableau qui, affiche a I’exposition de DiisseldoH', indiquait 
triomphalernent I’iinportance de la Westphalie et de la Province 
Rhenane dans la monarchic prussienne. IJn territoire de 1,000 
milles cjirres a partir de Cologne, ayant ]jour places frontiores 
Miinchen, Gladbach, Oefeld, Dortmund, Iserlolm, Remscheid, Dus- 
seldorf, contient 3,000,000 d’hahitants et les plus grands etablisse- 
ments industriels de Tempi re. Sur le Rliin les ports de Rulirort, 
Duisburg et Ilochfeld ont un mouvement de marchandises de plus 
de 10,000,000 de tonnes. 

On peut dire que le Rliin dessert une population dj 16,000,000 
habitants, soit 27 pour cent de la jiopulation de Tempire. J1 coule 
dans une region qui comprend 2,500,000 d’ouvriers, soit 28 pour cent 
du chiffre total de la population ouvriere allemande, Elle donne 
50 pour cent de la production totale du charbon de TAllemagne, 
50 pour cent des produits c.himiques, 50 pour cent de la biere, 
83 pour cent du fer, 90 pour cent du vin. 

Le Khin est un fleuve magiiifique sur lequel le fret jieut etre 
tres bj^s. De Carlsruhe, a Temboucliure du Rhin, sur une distance 
de 621 kil., il iTy a que 100 metres de diffcrenoe de niveau, 
16 centimetres jjar kil, largeur du fleuve n’est nulle part 

inKrieure a 200 metres : sa profondeur de la rner a Cologne est de 
10 jiieds ; de Cologne a Mannheim elle est de 7 pieds. 

Mais ce beau fleuve a son embouchure en Hoi Ian de. Il aboutit 
a Rotterdam sous le nom de Maas. La, dans le milieu de. la rividre, 
des navires de haute mer, ainarres a des Dues tVAlhe, sont entoures 
de chalands qiTils chargent a destination du Rhin avec des con- 
naissemeuts directs pour Rulirort, Cologne, et Mannheim. Dans les 
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bouches deli’Escaut, entre Anvers ej le Ehin, on trouve partout d© 
grandes p^nBhes qui viennent du Rhin ou vont le r^oindre. Le 
long du flemve on ^oit des rames (trains) de bateaux, chacun de 
500-600 tonles, formant un total de 4,500 tonnes train^^es par des 
remorqueurs.l Le fret entre Ruhrort et Rotterdam est a peine d’un 
centime pur »nne. 

I^s 22,WO,OOOm. votes en«1879 jjom- I’am^nagement du Rhin, 
qui etaient46penses en 1898, ont (fertainement servi aux populations 
que dessert ce fleuve*; inais ils ont largement contribue au developpe- 
ment de Rotterdam et d’Anvers. 

Voici le mouvement comparatif de la navigation rhenane 
d’Amaterdain, d^^Rotterdam et de la Belgujue de 1900 a 1904: 


— 


Auistt'nlain 




_ 

Kii Toriae^ • 

Kn Tonnes 

J<'ti Toniit*s : 

1900 


446,800 

7,845,500 

2,605,600 

1901 


485,800 

7,885,800 

2,757.800 

1902 


451,900 

8,197,900 

8,238,800 

1908 


486.700 

10,828,800 

10,684,200 

8,786,500 

1904 


428,800 

4,104,800 


1^ Consul franfais d'Amsterdain dit dans son rap|)ort de 1901 : 

‘ L’infiuence allemande devient ici de jdus en plus prepondt^ranle 
dans le grand commerce.’ Sur 510,000 habitants il y avait ulor.s 
5,000 Alleinands. Relativement au chitifie la propoition est faible ; 
inais tons les etres humains ne sont pas des unites de nieine ordre. 

Un Beige, M. Ansiaux, professeur a rUriiversitc de Bruxelles,' a 
fait uue communication alarmante sur la penetration des Allemands 
en Belgique. II est tout ctonne que le nombve et le tonnage des 
navires allemands qui entre dans le })ort d’Anvers augmente. Le 
coutraire serait tres grave pour Anvers : M. Ansiaux dit: ‘ Anvers 
est I’objectif principal de la ])enctration des Allemands.’ Cette 
phrase indiquerait qu’ils obeissent a un plan conquerant pieeonfu. 
II n’en est rien. Ils viennent a Anvers, parce qu’Anvers est un des 
deux grands })orts du Rhin. Ils s’y installent pour etre au centre de 
leurs affaires. Ils y deploient de I’activite ‘ dans le haut commerce, 
dit-il, les banques, les transj)orts maritimes, I’industrie naissante, les 
compagnies coloniales, reqseigiiement, les ciiltes, les societes d’agre- 
ment, les congulats etrangers. Neuf banques anversoises impor- 
tantes ont fait une place plus ou moins large dans leurs conseils 
a des sujets ou a des naturalises d’origine allemande.’ Les Allemands 
n’ont point proced»a cette invasion avec prcmedijiatiou. Elle n’est 
pas une cause; elle est la consequcmce de la situation geographique 
d’Anvers. Comme Rotterdam, c’est un port allemand parce que son 
principal hinterland est I’AHemagne. 

Mais que cette invasion ait pour resultat d’entrainer la Belgique 

* Communication au Coftgris de la Langue frangaise a Liige, aout 1905. 

. A A 3 
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dans Torbite de rAllemagne, de I’impregner de plus fc plus pro- 
fondement des idees, des mceuSrs et des int^rets allemmds, c’est Ijl 
une cons6quence /ju’il faut envisager avec tout le syieux qu’elle 
comporte. 

II.— TeNTATIVES de DfiTOURNEMENT 

t ' 

DAs 1883 M. Windhorst, le chef ^du centre cathpliJue, reclamait 
le canal de Dortmund a Ems'pour essayer de faire derivpr une partie 
de la houille et de la production de cette partie du Bhin vers Emden. 
Guillaume II s’empara de ce projet: le canal fut inaugure le 11 
aout 1899. On avait compte pour la premiere ann^e sur un trade 
de 1,500,000 tonnes. Aujourd’hui il n’atteint pits' 700,000 tonnes, 
malgre une reduction du taux des p^ges. Ce canal devait §tre ‘ la 
porte de sortie nationale ’ du pays du Bhin. On esperait surtout 
que les houilles de Westphalie refouleraient les houilles anglaises 
des ports allemands et des j)ays scandinaves. Le contraire se pro- 
duisit. La premiere annee pas une tonne de charbon allemand ne 
de.scendit le canal, mais 4,420 tonnes de charbon anglais le remon- 
terent, etVimportation des charbons anglais allambourg augmentait. 

Les charbons westphaliens continuerent de preitdre le Bhin pour 
aller a Botterdam et a Anvers. 

L’Empereur a complete le canal par le port d’Emden, situe juste 
en face de la rive hollandaise: c’est un port module qui a un 
mouillage de 11m.50, qui est pourvu de Toutillage le x>lus x)erfec- 
tionne. II a coute 20,000,000m. Mais ‘ le materiel de dragage y 
tient jdus de place que les navires.’ Cependant I’Empereur en a fait 
une escale obligatoire jwur certains services qui n’ont rien a y faire. 
En dex)it de ces efforts, on n’arrive jias a un tonnage de 500,000 
tonnes. 

Si on n’avait i^as relie Dortmund au Bhin par xrn canal, e’etait 
pour obliger les marchandises et la houille de ce district de se servir 
du canal. Cette jm^caution a etc inutile. Aussi s’est-on decide a 
comxirendi’e dans les j>rojets qui viennent d’etre votes un canal de Dort¬ 
mund au Bhin qui coutera 2,500,000 mark. Mais les marchandises 
et la houille pref^reront i)rendre ce transport rapide, peu onereux et 
facile du Bhin, au lieu de prendre un canal de vingt-sept ecluses 
pour^aboutir a une ville qui n’est i)as un centre commercial; et 
Texp^rience universelle x^rouve que les centres commerciaux ne 
s’improvisent pas. 

L’effort que fera I’Empereur x>our detourner les marchandises des 
ports de Botterdam et d’Anvers vers Emden est (fonc condamne d, un 
echec. 

Certainement I’homme a cette sux^criorit^ sur tous \es animaux 
qu’il peut changer son milieu; mais il ne xjeut faire abstraction des 
conditions g^ographiques. ].ies Hollandais ont la conviction que 
Botterdam est le plus grand port du Bhin, et que ni canaux, ni 
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tarifs dte clAmins de fer ne peuvenji supprimer les avantages que 
donne ce fl^ve. Je suppose que les Allemands et** I’Empereur 
Guillaume nl se font* pas d’illusions a cet egard. 'Alors s’ils veulent 
que le deboume des grandes provinces industrielles des bords du 
Khin soit unipoft allemand, ils n’ont devant eux qu’une solution : 
c’est rannexijp de la Hollande, completce tout au mpins par celle 
d’Anvers k I’Allemagne. • , • 

* III. -~Le Pangermanisme 

Je ne repeterai pas les citations tjfts probantes donnees par 
M. Ellis Barker. • Mais il est certain que pour tons les Pangermanistes, 
la Hollande et meme la Belgique, doivent etre absorbees par I’Alle- 
magne. Sous le nom d’Europe centrale, ils englobent ces deux pays, 
ainsi que la vSuisse, rAutrichc-IIoiigrie, la Servie, la Rouinanie et la 
Bulgarie.'^ 

Bismarck, qui avait le souci des contingences et qui, apres avoir 
fonde I’Ernpire allemand, considi'rait (ju’il fallait le consolider et le 
conserve!', n’dtait pas pangermaniste. 11 s’opposa a I’anncxion de la 
Boheme. Ce parti s’est develoiqie ajues raveiiernent de Guillaume 11, 
avec le patronage de conseillers prives, de gencraux, de magistrals, 
personnages officiels et de professeurs des universites qui, certaine- 
ment, croyaient etre les interpretes de la pensee de I’Kmpereur. 
Ceux-ci out fonde le pangermanisme sur la langue et la race ; et 
comme leurs conceptions sont larges ils y ont englobo 2 , 000,000 
d’Allemands en Suisse, 10 , 000,000 en Autriche-Hongrie, 1 , 000,000 
en Russie et 8 , 000,000 de Bas-Allemands en Hollande et on Belgique.'’ 
(1) Ils formulent un programme base sur la dislocation de rAutriclie 
au lendemain de la mort de Franpois Joseph. La Prusse recevrait 
la Silesie et la Moravie; la Saxe prendrait la Boheme proprement 
dite ; la Baviere s’annexcrait la region <le I’lnn, Salzbourg, le 
Vorarlberg et le Tyrol; la Haute-Autriche, la Basse-Autriche, la 
Carinthie et la Carniole formeraient un etat nutricliien d’environ 
d,300,000 habitants ; le littoral ‘ Kustenland ’ avec la partie sud de 
la Dalmatie, Raguse, les bouches du Cattaro, Trieste et Pola forme¬ 
raient un Reichsland, un pays d’empire, administre par un gouverneur 
militaire imperial; le roytjume d’Autriche serait lie a la Prusse par 
une conventiop militaire, mettant son armee dans une situation 
analogue a celle du Duche de Bade ou du Wurtemberg. La flotte 
autrichienne se fondrait dans la flotte allemande. Pola et Cattaro 
deviendraient des ports de guerre de I’empire. Ce plan est assez 
adroitement conpu. II ne depossede pas Berlin au detriment de 
Vienne. II laisse cette demiere ville capitale d’un petit royaume. 

“ Voir Central Europe, by Joseph Fartsch. 

' Voir quoique aveo riiserves VEurope et la Question d’Autriche an Seuil du xxime 
Sidrle, par Chdradatne; L’Allemagnc et la France et la Question d’Autriche, par le 
m^me. Actuellement, les allemands font de Rembrandt leur grand peintre. 
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Ce plan est complete par I’entree de la Suisse, de la Hcflande et de 
la Belgique dans 1’union ciouaniere, en attendant I’uniWn politique. 
Quelque ridicules quo puissentetre les meglomrfnesqui»nt conduces 
projets, ils ne font qu’exagerer des sentiments qui Ixistent chez 
d autres; dcidaigner les indices que donne leur psycholigie, ce serait 
montrer une legerete imprudente. * \ 

I^es pangernmnistes negligent plugieurs facteurs danatl’elaboration 
de leur plan. 11s oublient que I’ltalie ne consentirait j4is irolontieis 
a voir Trieste devenir un port allemand. Ils supposent qua la mort 
de I’empereur Franfois Joseph tous les Allemands d’Autriche vont 
‘ se precipiter dans les brm? de I’Einpereur d’Allemagne ; et ils ne 
tiennent pas compte des autres nationalitt's qui' font partie de 
I’empire. Dans la Cisleithanie il y a d’apres le recensement de 1900 
sur 26,000,000 d’habitants 9,170,000 d’Allemands, un jjeu plus du 
tiers. Et ces 9,170,000 d’Allemands sqnt-ils unanimes A, demander 
I'annexion des provinces autrichiennes a I’Einpire allemand ? D’aprAs 
M. Cheradame, trois millions adinettraient le federalisme de mani^re 
a donner satisfaction aux Slaves ; trois millions y son! oj)pose6, mais 
sont aussi o[qK>ses a I’interverition prussienne; trois millions sont 
des adversaires irreductibles des Slaves, et c’est parmi eux que se 
recrutent les pangermanistes. S’il n’y a pas unaniinitc parmi les 
Allemands, a i)lus forte raison y a-t-il de fortes oppositions parmi les 
bornmes apj*arteiiant a d’autres naiionalitcs. l^a Ilongrie a etc trds 
allemande de sympathies et de relations: elle etait reconnaissante 
a I’Allemagne du compromis de 1867 (pi’elle obtint comme une 
consequence de Sadowa. Ce fut un de ses bornmes d’Etat, Andrassy, 
qui, ministre des Affaires etrangcres de I’empire, lia I’Autricbe- 
Hongrie a I’empire d’Allemagne. Mais en dcpit des manifestations 
du yrarti de I’indejrendance, ses bornmes d’Etat savent fpri bien que, 
sans le maintien de I’empire d’Autriche, la Ilongrie ne serait phis 
qu’un petit etat, livre a toutes sortes de dangers. Les Magyars 
n’ignorent pas qu’ils ne sont que 8,742,000 sur 19,254,000 habitants 
dans les Pays de la Couronne de Ilongrie. Quand on voit et quand 
on entend les membres des diverses nationalites qui composent 
I’empire d’Autriche, on pent croire qu’ils sont entre eux des ennemis 
irreductibles. Mais s’ils font trcs mauvais menage, personne ne veut 
le diwrce. jour done de la mort de I’emjiereur Franfois Joseph 
ne sera point la fin*de I’empire d’Autriche. 11 continuera d’exister 
et toute I’Europe a interet a ce qu’il n’y soit pas jxirt^ atteinte. 
Guillaume 11 le sait bien et de plus, il a, jiour ne i)as partager les 
illusions des pangei;manistes, d’excellentes raisons.*" Toute la politique 
des Hohenzollern a ete de porter I’axe de I’Empire allemand a Berlin. 
L’annexion des provinces allemandes de I’Autriche le ^cplacerait. 
Il y a en Alleinagne 35,200,000 protestants, dans la Cisleithanie, 
500,000 A 600,000 ; il y a en Allemagne 20,300,000 catholiques et 
dans la Cisleithanie 20,600,000. Guillaume II est dejA oblige de 
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faire assez lie concessions an centre catholique du Eeichstag pour t 
l>as risquerlde deplacer ainsi la inajorite religieuse. ^Je ne crois 
done pas qtK Guill9.uine 11 ait la inoindre velleit6 de proc^der au 
demembremTOt de I’empire d’Autriche a son profit a la mort de 
Francois JosAh : mais il e'st tr^s possible qu’il profite de cet ev^nenient 
pour semblerffaire un acie de generosite et de grand desinteresseinent. 

JI desavouerl, avec I’ernphase qui le caracterise, le pangennanisnie, 
quoiqu’il. sa soit developpe sous son* coil paternel. II declarera, 
])our I’empire d’Autir'iebe, que non seulement, il n’en veut pas le 
demembrement, mais qu'il en est le plus fidele soutien ! Pour 
Trieste^ il fera I’etonne. Songerait-il ,donc a prendre une ville 
que reveiuiiqueJ’ltalie, une puissance de la triple alliance? Quand 
il aura ebloui le monde de sa generosite, (juand il aura dissipe 
les inquietudes habileirietit preparees et amassees, quand il «?ura 
provoque de toutes jjarts un mouveinent de soulagement, il peut se 
retourner et dire aux auire's nations: ‘Maintenant que vous etes 
rassures, vous ne pouvez avoir d’objection a ce que la Hollande (ei 
peut-6tre la Belgique) entvent dans le Zollverein alleinand en 
attendant une annexion plus intiine ! ’ 

Ft il peut s’imaginer (jue Topinion publique de rAutriclie, de la 
IVance, de I’ltalie et j)eut-etre d’autres ]tays ej)rouverait alors une 
telle salisfaction d’avoir eclia])pe aux dangers (ju’elle envisageaitj 
qu’elle serait toute ])rt‘te a dire : ‘ Ce n'est que eela! faites ! ’ 

IV.—La Hollande et la Belotqde 

Si cette liy|>othese etait invraisemblable, i)ourquoi done ces 
revendi(iations a I’egard de la Hollande, citees dans I’article de 
M. Ellis Barker ? L’einpereur Guillaume II a un secret (ju’il indique 
quand il repute a tout instant: ‘Notre avenir est sur la mer!’ et 
quand il j)arle de la politique <‘o]oniale allemande. J/avenir sur la 
mer! et ujalgre tons ses efforts une grande partie du tonnage de 
I’AHemagne jtasse par la Hollande et Anvers! 11 veut avoir une 
flotte capable de lutter tiontre celle de I’Angleterre : et il ne peut la 
construire, requij)er, la rejjarer (pie dans un arsenal naturellement 
bloque, Kiel. File ne peut en sortir que par un canal qui, 
a la merci d’un accident, ne pourra supporter les navires d’un 
tonnage de jilus en jilus fort que }»r(^voient les prograinnie.s de 
deuiain. Enfin I’AHemagne n’a trouve de debouchi'‘S ni a, sa jtopula- 
tion, ni a, son Industrie dans ses colonies africaines: elle n’en a 
trouve que pour sq,s soldats et pour son budget; par le traite anglo- 
japonais I’Angleterre a detruit toutes les velKitfs qu’avait pu pro- 
voquer I’occupation en Chine de Kiaotch(?ou. 

Mais la* Hollande a les Indes inierlandaises avec leur superficie 
de 2,000,000 de kil. carres, leur population de 38,000,000 d’habitants, 
leur riche production de cafe, de sucre, d’epices, de tabac, d’^tain. 
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Voila un empire colonial digne de I’Empire allemand! («illaume II 
a toum4 vers cet ensemble ‘ 1^ regard de son desir/'Jcomme dit 
la Bible. 

D’abord il ne s'’agit que du Zollverein! En IQOlJet 1902 en 
Allemagne MM. Stubmann, von Hale et Huton publiu»nt plusieurs 
brochures jjour I’appuyer, En Hollande deu?: journauxl le IJaagache 
Cov/raiit et I'JlvondpoQ't, ont soutenu ce projet aihsi q;i’une union 
postale. Ils disent aux Hbllandais cfu’en s’annexant aVAllemagne 
ils auront j)our debouche toute TEurope centrale. Mais debouches 
dequoi? Les Hollandais ne sont pas de grands industriels ; d6ja 
ils tirent a, peu pres tout le profit qu’ils peuvent, tirer de leur 
situation geographique par rapport a I’AHemagne; et Guillaume II 
ne la leur enlevera pas. * 

D'apres mes renseignements, les Hollandais prevoyants compren* 
nent bien le desir de TEmpereur; mais, quant a sa realisation, ils ne 
sont pas du tout disjioses a I’aider. Les catholiques,qui sont au nombre 
des deux cinquiemes en Hollande, ne tiennent pas a augmenter la 
puissance d’un etat protestant; et les institutions militaires du 
type allemand n’ont rien qui les tente. Quant aux trois millions de 
protestants, ils justifient le vieux dicton : ‘ II n’y a de bonnes haines 
qu’entre membres d’une meme famille.’ Les Hollandais ont garde de 
leurs vieilles luttes irrespectueuses centre les Espagnols une inpc- 
pendance de caractere et d’esprit qui les empeche d’etre seduits par 
les airs inspires de Guillaume II. Le rapprochement spontane de la 
Hollande vers I’AHemagne est hors de question. II ne pourrait y 
avoir (ju’un rapprochement forc('\ Par des tarifs de chemin de 
fer et le canal de Dortmund a, Eras ? Imj)ossible. J^es in<lustriels 
et les ouvriers de la Westplialie et de la ])rovinee du Ehin se 
consid(jrent dcja comme sacrifies aux hohereaux endettes de I’Est. 
Ils seront les jn-emiers ii s’opjjoser a la fermeture du debouche 
naturel an jjrofit d’un debouche onereux. Jamais Emden n’aura 
que le dechet de Eotterdam et d’Anver.s; et Kotterdam en eprouve- 
rait-il une perte qu’elle serait consideree comme de peu d’importance 
relativement a la perte de la nationalite hollandaise dont, quelque 
menagee quellefut pour les choses secondaires, les interets vitaux se 
decideraient a Berlin. 

Je dois ajouter que certains Hollandais, parmi eeux qui ont de 
I’actioli sur I’opiniom publique, disent: ‘ La* Hollande doit s’entendre 
avec la Belgique, marcher de pair, ce qui pent etre effectue, sans 
aucun inconvenient pour aucune des deux.’ 

Tandis que des Hollandais le disaient, plutot dans des conversa¬ 
tions particuli^res qh’ils ne le manifestaient publiquement, en 1905, 
juste au moment ou on f^tait bruyamment le soixante-quinzieme 
annivexHaire dela revdlulion qm n scpore I^^e^g\()ue de. la‘Hb\lande, 
un ecrivain beige, M. Eugdne Bale, j)ublia dan,s le Bleu une 

s6rie d’articles sur une alliance franco-hollandaise. J^eur succds 
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prouve qu’il| r^pondaient a une preoccupation des deux pays qui sont 
inquiets dea vis^es de leur formidable voisin. 

Au poinade vue du droit international, la question se pose ; Une 
nation neutre peut-elle faire un traite avec line autre nation ? 
Arendt, Erne® Nys, Descamps, Westlake, nqiondent affirmativement. 
II ne saurait ftra question de revenir sur les faits accomplis en 1830, 
raais ^videmmenf la Belgique et la Hollande peuvent se Her plus 
intimement Kt s’assurer leur c(5ncours jr^ciproque dans telle ou telle 
eventualite. 

m 

L’eventualit^, c’est une guerre, et toute nation qui a souci de sa 
conservation doit la prevoir: car ello ne depend pas d’elle; elle 
depend d’un ou j)lusieurs autres etats. fl n’y a jwur elle qu’un seul 
moyen de refrenel ces velleites belliqueuses: c’est d’etre forte et 
d’avoir une politique dont la fermete ne puisse pas etre miseen doute. 

La Haye est le siege des conferences de la paix, du tribunal 
arbitral; Carnegie lui a offelrt des fonds pour la construction d’un 
palais de la paix. 

Napoleon III avait propose en 18G3 la reunion d’un congrcs dont 
I’objet serait de reduire les armements oxageres entretenus par de 
mutuelle.s mi'fiances; et le 24 janvier 1870 il faisait prier la reine 
Victoria de presenter au Koi de Prusse, Guillaume I, un projet de 
dcsarmement pour la France et I’Allemagne. Six mois apres la 
guerre eclatait. Ii’Km])ereur de Kussie a eu I’initiative des con¬ 
ferences de la Ilaye, mais il n’a pas songe a soumettre au tribunal 
arbitral les reclamations du Japon relatives a son refus d’evacuer la 
Mandcbourie, et une ibis de plus c’est la guerre qui a donne la 
solution. 

lie monde officiel beige par une singnliere aberration a etc 
pjendant longtemps completement gerinanise. Cette aberration ne 
s’expliquait pas suffisamment i)ar le souvenir des propositions 
d’annexion que Bismarck s’etiiit fait faire par Napoleon III. 

Les Beiges et les llollandais out deja consenti a, une forme 
d’union qui jaend le titre suivant flans VAlmanack Ouiha (p. 510); 

‘ Union (Tadminisiralions de chemins de fer allemands: font 
partie de cette union les lignes de chemins de fer de I’Allemagne, 
des Pays-Bas, aiusi que d’un chemin de fer de la Belgique.’ Je 
crois que cette passion germanoi»hile s’est calmce, mais dans ces 
demieres annees nous avohs etc temoins de singuliei'es aberrations 
de la part des Itlollandais et des Beiges. 

Les llollandais croyaient qu’il etait de leur devoir de s’identifier 
avcc les Boers, (y’etait pour eux une question de famille et pour 
certains d’entre eux une que.stion d’interet. Je dois dire cependant 
que j’ai vu, a ce moment, un certain nombre d’bommes avisos qui se 
lamentaient sur les imprudences de I’opinion i^ublique de leurs con- 
citoyens. Us allaient meme jusqu’a reproclier a leur Gouvemement 
d’avoir envoye un navire de guerre chercher Kruger. Mais il§ 
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nVfcaient qu’une minorit(', et j’admets que les Hollandai^eussent un 
coefficient personnel d’erreur excusable. 

Mais en”* etait-il de meme des Beiges ? , Ils ocil>liaient que 
TAngleterre en avec la France, avait assur^ l^r existence; 

ils oxibliaient que I’Angletevre est toujours en Europe fa garante de 
I’independance des jxetits peuples. An moment cie m guerre des 
Boers, en 19()W u Paris, dans les congres des Ainis*de ^ i>aix, a la 
Conference Inierparleinenlai»e, les Beiges se inontreAnt les plus 
ardents anglopliobes. II fallait voir I’ardeur (Jes representants de 
cette nation neutre a pousser les Gouvernements des autres nations a 
intervenir en faveur des Boers centre I’Angleterre. Ils invoqmiient 
Tailicle 27 du traite final de la conference de ,1a Haye pour 
engager les Gouvernements a inviter I’Angleterre 5e mettre fin a la 
guerre sud africaine. 

Ils traitaient en ennerni—j’en sais (juebjue chose—quiconque 
leur faisait observer que ce n’etait ^)as faire acte serieux que 
d’inviter un GonvcMiienn'iit a faire une demarche qu’il savait 
d’avance inutile. 

Inviter qiielqu’un a aller recevoir un carnouflet, e’est une 
singulicre mtiniere de proceder. De deux clioses rune, ou le 
Gouvernement, rabroxie, se resigneraxt en xiisant: ‘ .Petais prevenu. 
Tant pis pour moi de m’etre exjwse a ce desagrement! ’ Et il gar- 
dermt son humiliation avec jdas ou moins de ranexme. Ou bien, il 
se facherait d’autant plus qu’il se serait mis dans son toi’t. Alors 
e’etait la guerre, une conflagration genertde. 

Tontes les chancelleries se montrerent plus pacifiques que les 
pacifistes, et ce risipie fut evite. 

Mais comment les Beiges, comment les Holkixidais, ne com- 
prenaient-ils pas que rAngleterre est lexir .sauvegarde V Par quelle 
alxerration le general Brialmont croyait-il que ce rdltf a]>partenait 
.a la Kussie et comment pouvait-il imaginer qu’elle fi'iL ‘ le grand 
l«ouvoir de I’Europe ’ ? 

Enfin les Beiges ne doivent ])as oxxblier que les puissances 
signataires dn traite de 1889, lui donxient la garantie de la neutralite, 
mais ne lui donnent point la garantie de I’integrite et de I’invioJa- 
bilite du territoire.^ Et du reste, parmi les puissances signataire-s 
se tro^ve la Prusse; et e’est de I’AHemagne que la Belgique a tout 
a redouter. 

V.—Le Nceed dk l’Ententk cordiaijc em're i/Angleterre 

KT LA France. • 

On a pu reprocher a M. Gladstone certsunes faiblesses dans la 
politique etrangere, mais jamais il n’a transige au point de vue de 
I’independance de la Belgique. Au mois d’aout 1870 il faisait des 

‘ Ernest Nyss, Le Droit international, tonje i. p. 391. 
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traites sepales avec la Prusse et avec la France, obligeant I’Angleterre, 
dans le cas 5ti une des nations ne relpecterait pas la nejitralite de la 
Belgique, a prendre* le ])arti de I’autre. En 18^7.5, an moment de 
rintervention. si efficace de la reine Victoria pour empecher une 
agression de ft’Allemagne centre la France, Gladstone envoya une 
commission en Bf^lgique'pour concerter les mesures de defense. 

Aujourdlmi I’entente cordi^lc de I’Angleterre et de la P'rance est 
fondee exaefement sur les meraes raisins que celles qui ont deter¬ 
mine I’Angleterre atjombattre Napoleon. C’est un danger pour elle 
comme pour le monde entier qu’il y ait en Pairope un etat dont 
I’ambition n’a yuis de limites et dont le isouverain puisse a son gre 
disposer de la itdijj ou de la guerre dans le monde. 

On a compris maintenant en P’rance et, je crois, tout le monde a 
compris en Angleterre que la seule rnaniere de maintenir la paix en 
Europe etait I’accord des deux nations. Pdles representent une 
formidable puissance strategique ; esir si en Allemagne on pense a 
des debaixiuements en Angleterre, on pent prevoir aussi des debai'que- 
nients en Allemagne d’arinees alliees, ayant pour base d’operation, 
des moyens de transport qui ont montre bnr efficacite dans la guerre 
de I’Afrique du sud. Iai sauvegarde de I’indi'pendance de la 
Hollande et de la Belgique est la raison d’etre do I’entente cordiale 
entre la P'rance et I’Angleterre. Ijos manifestations c[ui I’affirment, 
les t'cbanges de bons procedes qui apprennent aux deux nations a 
mieux se connaitre, soul excellents; rnais c’est la iiecessiie de 
maintenir indeinne la situation de ces deux nations, (pri soude les 
intcrets de la P''rauce et de I’AngleteiTe, et, je puis ajouter, les 
interets de toutes les autres nations civilisees, sauf une. 


Yves Guyut. 
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J/N. HALDANE'S PROPOSALS 


The result of the elections in January last, which gavti an overwhelming 
majority to a Prime Minister who, outside England, is regarded as a 
typical ‘ Little Englander,’ could not fail to excite the liveliest appre¬ 
hensions amongst all to whom parly squabbles are of little account 
except in so far as they affect the fortunes of the British Empire. 
No, one who read the foreign newspapers at the time could miss the 
note of exhilaration which greeted the probable return of British 
policy to old grooves. Great Britain till within the last few years had 
become traditional for a hand-to-mouth system of National Defence 
which must have brought us to grief but for the steady and persistent 
efiort of individuals. History indeed shows us that in the past the 
British Empire has been built up, not by the poHcy of Governments, 
but by the devotion and often by the sacrifice of enthusiasts. 

How has our Empire grown in the last twenty years, and what 
provision have we made for supporting it ? We can neither ignore 
nor minimise our liabilities. We have become responsible for Egypt 
and have reclaimed the vast but neglected provinces of that country 
in the Soudan and have made them a ‘ going conceriv’ We have 
greatly developed our territories in East Africa and have built a railway 
in Uganda. We have undertaken the charge of two great Colonies 
in South Africa, which will give our statesmen work for a generation, 
and must influence our views of Imperial defence for all time. With 
such responsibilities we may well pause to consider whether our 
defensive establishments should stand even at the point at which they 
stood before the late war proved their insufficiency. But apart from 
these Ibquisitions, t|je risks of our Empire and our commerce abroad 
have enormously developed during the same period. * In Asia the 
frontiers, which before brought us in contact with semi-barbarous 
peoples, have now been approached by foreign rivals. In China 
every class of intsrnational question—commercial, financial and 
military—has constantly arisen; and, even though we have hero 
fortified ourselves by our alliance with the Japanese, our commit¬ 
ments, if trouble should arise, cannot fail to be great, seeing the number 
of first-class Powers who might be concerned with them. 

It requires neither a mathematician nor a profound thinker to 
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estimate tlie additional claim for national insurance which we have 
incurred by undertaking these liabifities. Nothing is easier than to 
make speeches in the House of Commons full of hasty generalisations 
as to the total cost which we incur in maintaining a world-wide Empire 
as compared^ with Germany, nearly all of whose possessions are in 
a ring fence. 1^* is equally easy to say that a sound foreign policy 
will preservi us from internatipnal complications, or to declare, like 
Mr, Punch.'that ‘John Bull is either an island or a continent. In 
the former case he requires a large fleet and a small army, and in the 
latter the reverse.’ Indeed, if we push the views of the Blue Water 
School to their legitimate issue, we require no army at all for Home 
Defence, * , 

These contentions might be more convincing if they were not con¬ 
tinually stultified by current events. The Navy, as Lord Salisbury 
pointed out, cannot fight in jHacedonia, and naval manoeuvres do not 
always support the fiat of the Admiralty that nothing but a small raid 
on these islands is possible. The fact remains that, if we come to a 
difliculty with Russia, we must provide on the North-West frontier 
of India a body of regular troops as numerous as those we sent to the 
Boer War, and must further provide this force as well as our British 
force in India with reinforcements at the rate of nearly 100 per cent, 
per annum, if wo are to maintain them in the tropics. Military 
estimates are proverbially unreliable. It is to be hoped our naval 
forecasts will not prove equally delusive. Those who glibly limit 
our future liabilities forget that we were forced to send 400,000 men 
in two and a half years to South Africa to complete a campaign for 
which our military authorities originally demanded 40,000; and 
that, had the trouble threatened by Turkey on the Egyptian frontier 
developed in the present summer, we should have had to confront 
a large force of brave troops with a fanatical Mussulman population 
at our backs. To say, then, that a large fleet, or even a sound policy, 
will preserve us from the necessity of a strong striking force can 
only serve to garnish a Parliamentary peroration. 

It is highly desirable that in a discussion of our needs we should 
free ourselves from party recrimination. The work of Army reform 
is difficult enough ; it is at present obscured by rival schemes and 
the obloquy heaped on those who introduced them. Whether the 
Cardwell system be right or not is a comparalively minor matter. 
If it has failed, it has only been because sufficient men are very 
difficult to secure under a voluntary system, and sufficient money 
during a time of*peace, which is our normal,condition, has not 
been forthcoming to carry it through. The pivot of public opinion 
is constantjjy shifting. During the life of the late Government alone, 
one Secretary of State was as heartily upbraided for his extrava¬ 
gance as his predecessor had been for his parsimony. The question 
is not one of schemes; it is rather whether we should keep up a 
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highly trained army, or oon^nt ourselves with a nucleus round 
which we caff group half-trained units. 

So far as I caft judge from an intimate acquaintance with the 
interior of the War OflSce, all Governments up to 1895 were content to 
conduct what was called array policy on a son^what lifiphazard system. 
The Army had,not grown up on any definite rule, the Auxiliary Forces 
still less so. Different startdajds had«at different times ^een adopted 
as to the force we should equip either for foreign service or for home 
defence, but none of these standards had been adhered to. It was 
only in 1885 that, under General Brackenbury, a really eflBcient Intelli¬ 
gence Department began to be organised ; but, although the ‘ thinking ’ 
side of our Army had been neglected, Lord Wolseley, assisted by Sir 
Redvers Buller and Sir Evelyn Wood, had, during the ten years previous 
to 1895, made a most manful effort to organise the troops at their 
disposal for war. Some progress was made, but neither the Ministry 
nor the country were in the mood to realise that they were spending 
16,000,000/. or 17,000,000/. on a force which was dear at the price 
since it could not mobilise or be maintained in the field without con¬ 
siderable further expenditure. To send 85,000 men to Egypt in 
1884-5 we had to break up half the Army. 

For forty years after the Grimean War we muddled along as best 
we could. The Adjutant-General might convince the Minister, the 
Minister might convince the C^abinet, that there were defects, but the 
raoney did not come. Indeed, the demqjids of India, which clearly 
showed that in case of war on the Afghan frontier a large body of troops 
would be required from England, were never grappled with. It is 
probable that successive Governments believed that, with the difficulty 
of transporting troops many thousands of miles, ample time would 
remain for the necessary pre])arations after war had, broken out, 
and that, by maintaining the Indian force at a high level of 
equipment on the spot, sufficient preparation was being made for the 
immediate emergency. However this may have been, I can aver 
from personal experience that nothing could have been more dis¬ 
couraging and unsatisfactory than the administration of the Army 
up to 1895 to those who recognised that in certain contingencies our 
land forces must bear the main brunt of a great war, 

Alf this was changed when Lord Lanedowne came to the War 
Office. In July 1895 a Defence Committee of the Cabmet was estab¬ 
lished, with the Duke of Devonshire as chairman. Limited as was 
the purview of this Committee, it was invaluable in deciding ques¬ 
tions relating to our military strength. Seven years later, at the 
urgent instance of the heads of the Admiralty and the War Office, 
the present Defence Committee was established by Mr. Balfour when 
he became Prime Minister, for the purpose of reviewing and providing 
for the whole of our liabilities in all parts of the globe. But, admirable 
and ail-importnut as has been the work of this Committee, the credit 
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due to the Duke of Devonshire’s original Defence Committee must not 
be obscured by the brilliant services of its successor. In. 1895 for the 
first time, the relative Responsibility of the Army and Navy for national 
defence was clearly defined. The demands of both services were 
considered together, and in the case of the Army, as of the Navy, 
the programme put forward each year by the military chiefs was 
minutely scrbtiniaed by the Seojetary of State and First Lord of the 
Admiralty in consultation with some of their most influential colleagues, 
who called before theln and discussed the details with the heads of the 
two services. 

The results of this system were immediately felt, and were far- 
reaching. The efiffarence between the prc-1895 and p03t-1895 systems 
was immeasurable. Probably not a year passed from 1875 to 1895 
in which such subjects as the following were not discussed on War 
Oftioe estimates in the S>'.cretary of State's room : 

(1) The insudicient number of Line battalions to relieve the Line 
battalions maintained to guard our possessions abroad; 

(2) The inability of a battalion of 700 at home to keep up a battalion 
of 1,000 in the tropics, by recruiting boys, half of whom were under 
eighteen; 

(5) The necessity for increased artillery; 

(4) The weakness of our Intelligence Department compared with 
that of foreign armies; 

(5) The fact that our barracks had universally fallen below modern 
requirements. 

No one who hearil these, disoussions could doubt that the Secretary 
of State would have so cogent a ciisc for further expenditure that he 
must prevail with his colleagues ; but in many cases the all-sufficient 
answer was ; ^ These demands involve increases to the extent of 
2,000,000/. per annum. We can afford 200,000/., but we cannot 
put on fresh taxation to meet such demands in time of peace. If 
these things are necessary, economies must be practised under other 
heads.’ It is true that a strong Minister might have urged that 
Committee after Committee had sat on War Office affairs, and instead 
of producing economy, liad recommended expenditure. He might 
have cited in particular the case »f Lord Randolph Churchill’s famous 
Committee of 1887, which fccommended economies in all amounting 
to about 100,000/. per annum, but accepted an estimate for the improve¬ 
ment of barracks amounting to 4,000,000/. in a single morning. No 
doubt on many occasions a Minister might have produced a crisis, but> 
as a Member of the Cabinet of J88G, now decc.ased,* once observed to 
me : ‘ You may be correct in your view, that you have not got what 
is necessary to send and maintain 70,000 men abroad; but there are 
not ten men in the House of Commons who would vote for a policy 
which would involve the despatch of such a force.’ 

So matters progressed, or rather retrogressed, and despite 



860 THE NINETEENTH CENTUMY ^ Sept. 

the presence of a strong ban4 of army reformers on the military 
side of the War Office, matters continued to retrogress, until by the 
familiar practice of saving on stores in time of peace, it was discovered 
in 1895 that our Army had become one to which peace was a necessity. 

The Army Estimates for the four years which followed before the 
war broke out.proved how completely this policy wafe reversed by Lord 
Lansdowne and the then E^efence Committee. The l^rmy was in 
every respect brought up to the standard necessary to send and 
maintain two Army Corps, or 70,000 men, abroad. The never-ceasing 
and wearisome problem of drafts was resolutely faced. The inequalities 
between battalions at home and abroad were met by the addition of 
seven battalions to the line and two to the 0 uards, Wliile every battalion 
on the home establishment was fortified with eighty additional men, 
so that the ‘ squeezed lemons ’ might bo available for mobilisation 
after their drafts had gone; sixteen additional batteries of Artillery 
were authorised; a large loan was taken for the improvement of 
barracks; 40,000 acres were bought for manoeuvring purposes on 
Salisbury Plain; manoeuvres on a large scale were re-established 
for the training of officera and men; stores were brought up to the 
requisite strength, and were established in storehouses at convenient 
centres instead of being massed at Woolwich, from which it would 
have required six weeks to extract them. It is to the timely provision 
made by Lord Lansdowne and his coadjutors that we owe the fact 
that with all its defects the War Office managed to maintain a force 
of over 200,000 men in the field at 0,000 miles from its base for over 
two years, and this without practically a single complaint from the 
General in command of the quality of the supplies fuTni.shcd. In a 
word, Lord Lansdowne, inst(;ad of giving the heads of the Army a 
few crumbs when they required a full meal, established a system by 
which,, whatever expenditure the Army could justify to the Ministry, 
was carried through, or the Secretary of State would have resigned. 

After proceeding for ten years on this system, the public and the 
Army welcomed Mr. Haldane as a Minister who, although repre¬ 
senting a Liberal Government, might be expected to show sufficient 
independence of character to adopt a similar national procedure, 
ilis ability was known; his personality was acceptable. On various 
committees he had shown an open mind bn military questions. His 
early speeches tended to confirm the generous estimate formed of 
him. He hastened in December to remove the bad impression caused 
by the ill-considered and inaccurate protest of .the Prime Minister 
at the Albert Hall’ against ‘ keeping our defensive services on a war 
footing in time of peace.’ He assured the country before the General 
Election that he had the authority of the Prime Minister for stating 
that, if more money was required than at present for the Army, it 
would be granted. His statements in the earlier part of the Session 
were equally satisfactory. ‘ He wanted time for thought; he would 
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not act in haste. We must measure our forces by our responsibilities, 
and not merely by our purse. He would be guided by expert opinion, 
and not by popular cl 9 ,mour,’ 

These undertakings were fortified by categorical statements, in 
reply to questions in the House of Commons. Rumours had got 
about that ten os twelve* battalions wore to be dispensed with, and 
that a considerable number of batteries of artillery were to be dis¬ 
banded. Mri Haldane, betweerf the time he introduced the Army 
Estimates in March i^nd his sjjeech in July, gave distinct assurances 
that these rumours were incorrect, and that no changes would bo 
adopted without the fullest discussion. It is open, indeed, to doubt 
whether constitutionally the War Minister has a right to dispense 
with the troops vofed by Parliament without further sanction from 
Parliament. The House of Commons, after grave debate, voted 
early in March 190G both money and men on the same basis as in 
1905. Nevertheless, on the *12ih of July the Secretary for War 
announced that he propi>sed to reduce some 20,000 men, involving 
with the reserve 40,(XK) men. After a discussion of six hours, of 
winch time Mr. Haldane consumed over half in explaining the measures 
proposed, the debate closed, and the plea of the Opposition, that 
the pledge for deliberation should be strictly observed, was met by 
the Prime Minister with the cynical suggestion that, as an intellectual 
exercise, they could take a few hours on the Appropriation Bill. 
Indeed, not the least discreditable element of the whole proceeding 
was the disregard of the rights of Parliament involved in Mr. Haldane’s 
hasty surrender to the section of the Liberal party against which he 
had undertaken to defend the interests of the Army. 

It would be well that those who have an open mind as regards 
Mr. Haldane’s proposals should read carefully the memorandum of 
the 50th of Jtlly issued just after Parliament had risen. A practised 
Parliamentarian would probably never have submitted such a jnemo- 
randuni to the test of Parliamentary debate. Mr. Haldane writes 
and speaks as if the Army Council, over which he presides, had been 
the first body to attempt to carry out the duties of organisation for 
war. Apparently we have now for the first time entered on the 
phase of reality. Shams are to be discarded, practical measures to 
be taken, ‘ a careful survey has been made of the Army as a whole, 
both of the regular and au.xiliary forces.’ Has tins never been done 
before ? Mr. Haldane has only been eight months at the War Office. 
Oan he have studied the minutes of bord Wolscley and the brilliant 
body of officers wlio surrounded him, and the decisions given upon 
them, in the light of the pregnant fact thaf the mobilisation 
of the regular force sent to South Africa proceeded absolutely 
smoothly and without hitch ? Or, coming to a more recent date, can 
he be unaware that the whole of these questions were considered by 
Lord Roberts, assisted by some of the ablest of those who had served 
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in South Africa, including General Nicholson, who now sits on his own 
Council ? Is it wise to ignop these successive efiorts to organise 
the Army?' Is it generous to include the drastic measures taken 
after the war to Secure efficient training for the troops in the category 
of shams and unrealities '( Is it not somewhat ominous that Mr, 
Haldane, while ignoring the results the^e officcjrs have achieved, 
and the reasons for the increases which they demsanded, should con¬ 
fidently put forward as a Scheme of kis own some of the |^ery proposals 
which his predecessors attempted, and were unable to carry through 
on a voluntary systcni ? 

Let me give a few instances. I paas over the fact that, whether 
from policy or conviction,'Mr. Haldane treats the organisation of the 
Army as a matter first for peace, and secondly only for war. He 
lays down that ‘ it is the principle of the (4ovcrnment plan to ascer¬ 
tain what number of regular troo])s it is necessary to retain at home 
in peace for the purpose of finding drafts for the forces of the Crown 
overseas, and then to organise out of them as complete an expedi¬ 
tionary force as i)ossible.’ The, view of the lafe Government was, 
first, to ascertain the necessaiy strength of the Army for war, and then 
so to organise it as to adapt it for the provision of di'afts and for peace 
requirements. In this latter respect, although he, makes it his first 
object, Mr. Haldane ignores all experience. In l<sy7 wc had 7f5,00() 
infantry abroad and 5(5,000 at home. 'J’he home infantry were mit 
found sufficient to provide drafts for the foreign infairtry. In 100(5 
we have 82,0(K) infantry abroad and 59,0(K) at home. The })roportion 
is less. Mr. Haldane proposes to make tlu; disproportion greater still 
by abolishing ten battalions. In JS07 it was proved tliat nothing less 
than an establishment of 800 rank and file would enable the, drafts 
to be provided for the battalions abroa<l. Mr. Haldane reduces that 
estimate by about 10 per cent., and thinks the drafts will still be 
obtained. The contention of all military chiefs down to the prese.nt 
day, in common I believe with those of all foreign armies, is that it 
is not desirable to introduce much more than 50 per cent, of reservists 
into the ranks on mobilisation. Mr. Haldane proposes to utilise 
70,000 reservists with 50,000 regular troops. The experience of 
the late war, confirming the opinion of all the advisers of successive 
Secretaries of State, has made it clear that you cannot aflord to use 
up your Eeserve op first mobilisation. You must leave a considerable 
margin for subsequent drafts. The Reserve is now d5i0,000; Mr. 
Haldane’s measures will bring it down to close to 70,000, and every 
man will have to go abroad the moment war breaks out. We leave 
nothing behind us. One of the weakest points in our Army is the 
reserve of officers on mobilisation. Mr. Haldane recognises tliis, and 
talks vaguely of a scheme to amend it. Meantime the reductions 
proposed will leave the Army short by GOO officers who now exist. 
Ho not these instances, overriding not only the advice of Lord Wolseley 
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and Lord Roberta, but the actual experience of a campaign, give us 
serious reason for reflection ? • 

Take again the trailing of the Militia. All sorts of efforts have 
been made at different times to institute a longer training for the 
Militia. Tt is true that while the Militia was compulsorily mobilised 
during the war, and* men could be trained for a longer period, progress 
was made with certain batteries of Militia Artillery. -But if the 
Militia are to bi used in the first lirfe, I venture to think that no ofl&cer 
who understands field gervice will disagree with me in saying—first, 
they must bo trained longer than one month per annum ; second, 
the men to be sent out must be at least as old as the men of the Tune ; 
third, if responsible positions with ammunition columns are to be 
assigned to them they must be well disciplined, even if they know 
comparatively little of drill. 

How are these results to be achieved ? Mr. Haldane ignores all 
that was done for the Militia after the war. Their disabilities were 
considered and every effort was made to meet them. In 1899, the old 
‘ Militia Reserve ’ was in force. This reserve took for the Line 100* 
or 200 men out of the Militia battalion which was shortly to be em¬ 
bodied as a service battalion, ‘ milking it dry ’ of its best men. In 1901 
the so-called ‘ Militia Reserve ’ was abolished, and the Militia became 
self-supporting. Every trained Militiaman was given tM. a year in 
the winter as a supplement to his pay, which, as his anmial service 
was twenty-seven days, represented an addition of over 2s. a day, 
and tended largely to prevent desertion. Militia offifsers were also 
encouraged to .attend schools of instruction, and a sum of lO.OOOf. 
annually was voted to (larry this out at the public expense. A 
reserve for the Militia itself was instituted. All these things are now 
passed r>ver, and we are told that by sympathy and consideration 
the Militia will •become again a ‘self-respecting’ force. By what 
])rocess or by what })ayment is Mr. Haklane going to get me^ of 
nineteen to join the Militia instead of boys of seventeen ? What 
Artilleryman will he cite, in favour of his proposal to utilise over 
10,(KH) men with the Artillery who, apart from their recruit drills, 
will only have received one month’s training in two or three consecu¬ 
tive years ? 

We are told that schemes liave been drawn out for all this. But 
the problem of inducing employers to dispense with their men’s 
services for military employment is no new one. Militiamen are 
sufficiently wideawake not to undertake to give, as wa.s the case in 
the Boer war, two yegrs’ service in the field for a retaining fee of H. 
a year. If Mr. Haldane is to get the men, he will haVc to pay, and if 
he has to pay what is necessary, the meagre economics which he 
expects from Substituting Militia for Regulars and Reservists will' 
disappear. 

In no case is tWe mistaken economy so manifest as m the proposals 
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relative to the Artillery. Mr. Stanhope nearly twenty years ago 
reduced certain batteries of Af’tillery on the assurance by his military 
advisers that they were surplus to the requirements of the Army on 
mobilisation and to the needs of two Army Corps in the field. Since 
that time every foreign nation has increased the proportion of Artillery 
to its Infantry. It is notorious that Artillery cannot be improvised, 
and that, even if guns are kept in store, men req‘uire special training 
to serve them. Great Bfita^’n, which has an immense nVass of Infantry 
of various descriptions and a long purse, is surely the one nation 
which ought to have an excess of Artillery over Infantry. This was 
realised by Lord Lansdowne’s advisers, and, beginning before the war, 
sixty-seven batteries in all were added. There has been no difficulty 
about recruiting, nor is there any real difficulty as regards Reserve. 
If one battalion at home can supply one battalion abroad with drafts, 
one battery of Artillery at home can supply one battery abroad with 
drafts. On this assumption there remain between thirty and forty 
batteries in Great Britain whicli will not have to supply drafts. To 
•these batteries, therefore, the three years’ system is applicable, which, 
with the nine years in the Reserve, will rapidly bring up the Artillery 
Reserve. 

Mr. Haldane has repeated in his memorandum of the 30th of 
July his statement that to mobilise forty-two field batteries with 
their ammunition columns we shall be ‘ obliged to destroy the remain¬ 
ing fifty-one batteries in the United Kingdom.’ This, as his advisers 
very well know, may be true at this moment, but it will not bo true 
in three years’ time, when 10,000 more men will have gone to the 
Reserve. The service with the colours of the men in the sixty-seven 
batteries raised by Lord Lansdowne being now nearly complete, they 
have only just begun to provide Reservists. Mr. Haldane, therefore, 
for the purpo.se of discrediting the existing system, insists on a tem¬ 
porary disability as if it were permanent. This contention is indeed 
extraordinary from the mouth of a Minister who iji the next breath 
asks us to accept as available for our striking force 30,0(X> ‘ persons 
trained in Militia business,’ not one of whom has yet signified his 
willingness to serve abroad. One thing is clear: we are to lose some¬ 
where between 3,000 and 4,000 trained Artillerists, or counting Reserve 
6,000 to 8,000, at a time when the richest nation in Europe might at 
least be expected to keep that minimum proportion of trained Artillery 
to its small Army which other nations strain themselves to preserve 
for their immense hosts. 

If this blending of the Militia with the Line is to be undertaken at 
all, and in certaih circumstances it is most desirable, it should be as 
a supplement to and not as a substitute for Regulars. The new 
scheme mars efficiency and does not create economy. I will test this 
by an average case. A battery requires say 170 men on mobilisation. 
Of those say 110 are maintained with the colours, while each battery 
would have 130 in reserve, leaving a margin of 70 for drafts, young 
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soldiers, &c. The men with the colours* cost say 701. apiece ; the men 
with the reserve 91. The average cost of each soldier serving in the 
field is therefore 371. The batteries which Mr. Haldane proposes to 
raise to war strength by means of the Militia will, it is estimated, 
have to maintain bno-thiiti' of their number in permanent employ¬ 
ment. These will be all highly paid men averaging over 701. apiece. 
The remainder will be Militia who,"apart from any special inducements 
which Mr. Haldane may find it necessary to offer Militiamen to under¬ 
take immediate service in the field, will cost half as much again as 
Reservists. The three batteries of Militia jvhich formed the subject 
of an interesting experiment in 1902-3 had only a permanent staff of 
123, but they proved an expensive luxury. Without knowing the 
precise terms now proposed and the numbers relatively of Regulars 
and Militia to the new batteries, wc cannot tell if there will be any 
saving at all; indeed it is not clear that in the end there will not be an 
increase. The only point which is certain is that wc shall exchange 
fully trained batteries of Artillery for a less highly organised force. • 

If these facts as to cost ha<l been appreciated, I believe the hasty 
disbandment of the Cfuards would have been avoided. For war 
purposes the Guards regiments are cheaper than any Line regiment. 
Their three years’ system enables them to put a far larger proportion 
of Reservists into the field with their battalions than the Line. As a 
result of this the cost is less. If in the Line there is one Reservist 
for every two men serving, and in the Guards one Reservist for every 
one man serving, the average cost of the Linesmen in the fighting 
line will bo about 42Z., while the average cost of every Guardsman 
will be about 35Z. Apart., therefore, from all consideration of esprit 
de corps, of superiority of troops and of foreign ridicule, as a matter 
of economics rio more fatuous proposal was ever carried through. 
But while the above is based on the cost of organisiiig our army for 
war, Mr. Haldane, as his paper of the 30th of July shows, is considering 
primarily the organisation for peace. These figures therefore may not 
have entered into his calculation. 

Reviewing these discussions, not from the standpoint of present 
or past schemes, or of what one Minister or another has said, or even 
of what one Army Council or another has recommended or is willing 
to justify, let u^ face the plain facts of the situation. As regards the 
Regular Army, we are now reducing Line battalions which in 1898 
were considered necessary in order to maintain our garrisons abroad, 
which garrisons recent events make it clear wc have taken at too low 
an estimate. We are also reducing the strength of home battalions 
which ten years ago it was found could not supply the necessary 
foreign drafts. We are bringing down our Artillery before we have 
found a substitute for it, and at a time when in proportion to our 
other troops it can least be spared. Surely it follows on all this that, 
so long as we arc trading on a very narrow margin, the projects for 
uniting the Militia with the Line and utilising it for foreign service, or 
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for making further use of the Yeomanry and Volunteers oversea, 
should be supplemental to our existing Regular organisation, and not a 
substitute for it. 

The Yeomanry undoubtedly owe the success of the reorganisation 
of 1001 to the extent to which they liayo been,taken up by their 
respective counties. If Mr. Haldane, by encoui aging local associa¬ 
tions or by otlier means', can succeted in filling the depleted ranks of 
the Militia, or in providing tfic Militia and V'oluntccrs witJi the requisite 
number of officers, even if he be compelled to induce the Volunteer 
force to regulate its strength by the nunil)er of officers available to 
make it efficient, he will have done something to perfect the organisa¬ 
tion so much of wliich he has fomid ready to his hand. His first 
step, however, is a faulty one. The Volunteer battalions who to fit 
them for service in the Field Army received a fortnight’s training 
in camp, at Lord Roberts’s urgent request, ,are to be reduced to one 
week. On the other hand, in an ominous paragraph of his memorandum 
jVIr. Haldane proposes to ebarge these county associations, whi(;h 
arc already invited to render efficient forces which number 1150,(XX) 
men, with the duty of fostering rifle clubs, cadet corps, and other 
scmi-mifitary bodies, who, while they are not a sxibstitute for the. 
Regulars which it is proposed to reduce, can hardly fail to draw away 
from the ‘ more highly organised sections of the National Army ’ 
those men who are most wanted. It is dillicult to understand how 
anyone responsible for the Army, though he may desire to see every 
youth taught the rudiments of military service, should wish to multiply 
the already too numerous organisations of which we are only tolcnint 
because they have grown up haphazard and we liavc become, accus¬ 
tomed to them. Jf the proposal of the late Government, which was 
hotly contested by a small band in the House of Gominons, could 
now be adopted, by which each Yeomanry regiment or each Militia 
regiment might be invited to accept special terms for a squadron or 
company to be sent abroad, after the Army Reserve is exhausted, 
under the command of its own officers, an important addition would 
be made to our military forces. 

I venture to press the above considerations on Mr. Haldane and 
^the Army Council. The lessons of the most recent wars make it clear 
that we can leave nothing to chance. ‘We want professionals, not 
amateurs : we can rely only on assured Reserves, not (hi chance levies ; 
wc must pay men in time of peace for what we want them to do in 
time of war. Having added 2,OCX),000 square miles to our Empire, 
apart from our new South African Colonies, wc should remember the 
warning addressed to Croesus : ‘ If any man come who has better iron 
than you, he will be master of all this gold.’ It is on this ground that 
we should not lightly, in deference to the so-called mandate of a 
General Election, adopt a policy which has already greatly shaken 
the sense of security throughout the Empire. 


Sx. John Bbopbios. 
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In this Review of July, 1883, General Sir Lintorn Simmons wrote 
concerning the waste of the British Army, which he aptly likened to 
the pouring of water on a sieve. lie stated that men joined, and 
within twelve months were gone again. It was direct desertion in 
some instances, but in the majority of cases recruits, after nine 
months’ training, were pronounced unfit by the same medical officcm 
who previously had ‘ passed ’ them into the regular ranks. Sir L. 
Simmons pointed out that the general result for the whole Army was 
that out of 186,469 men who had enlisted during the previous eight 
years, 47,648, or one-fourth, had disappeared before the end of the 
year succeeding that in which they enlisted ; and 54,993 before the 
end of the second year, with an average of little more than ten months’ 
service. These men had cost the coimtiy^ the enormous sum of 
3,150,000^., without yielding any return, the whole sum having been 
entirely wasted. After making ditc allowance for death and disease, 
and for disinis.sal for niisconduct, General Simmons estimated that 
45,000 fewer rec-ruits would have been required during these eight 
years to keep •the Army up to its strength. And if waste at sub¬ 
sequent periods of service were included, it could be concliy?ively 
proved that from 7,000 U) 8,(KK) fewer recruits would be required 
annually if the men remaiiu'd in the Service during the periods for 
which tliey (mgage<l to serve. As the actual number of recruits 
enlisted below nineteen years of age during the period of nine years 
was only 58,898, General Simmons contended that it was evident 
that if this costly and useless waste could have been prevented it 
would not have been necessary to have enlisted any of these youths, 
and the Army still would have been complete to its establishment. 
Again, Sir Ijintorn Simmons said: ‘ The young soldiers by thousands 
yearly ])urchase thejr discharges, or desert, while many break down 
under training and return to their homes without^pensions, to drag 
out a miserable existence, and earn their living as best tliey can as 
invalids,’ General Simmons later expressed the opinion that, if 
nothing were done to stop this outflow of men from the Army, we 
should quickly come within measurable distance of conscription. 
These remarks were written twenty-three years ago, when it was 
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considered advisable, by those who understood how serious was the 
condition of things then existing, that steps should be taken to ascer¬ 
tain the cause of this extraordinary waste of the'Army. A few medical 
authorities took up the question, wrote strongly on it, and urged that 
there should be no hesitation in an endeavour to ascertain the real 
cause of the trouble, and, on discovering the cause, to immediately 
apply a remedy. Nearly a quarts of a century has passed, yet 
nothing has been done to remedy the waste of men. At the present 
time there are a number of desertions in respect' to which the authori¬ 
ties confess to being unable to discover the causes of discontent; 
even now large numbers of*recruits are invalided after less than twelve 
months’ training. The War Clffice has earned a reputation for moving 
slowly—indeed, for not moving at all—which the responsible authori¬ 
ties seem unwilling to let go. Arc they proud of it ? It is a very sad 
state of things. 

The other day I came across a paper by Surgeon-Colonel F. Arthur 
Davy, which appeared as an appendix to the Army Medical Report for 
187G. This paper was a contribution to the etiology of heart disease 
in the Army. The writer endeavoured to show that the course of 
drill which recruits were compelled to undergo was very a}Jt to lay 
the foundation of much heart disease in the Army. J read the paiier 
through, and wondered whether or not the chief cause of tlie waste of 
the Army was to be found in the findings of the. author of this paper. 
One of the first paragraphs in the essay stated 

that cardiac irritability resultiji" from dci'anged innervation of the organ, 
irregularity of rhythm, inequality in strength in the cardiac contractions, as well 
as hyi)ertrophy and dilatation, with their possible consequences to the efficiency 
of the vahes and to the aorta, in a great proportioji of the inunber of cases 
invalided, have their starting-point in the orders of the drill-sergeant; and that, 
in obedience to his instructions, mechanical ob.strnction and sU*ain are imposed 
on organs (especially on the heart) tlio integrity of which it should be the 
object of all training to preserve. 

Since reading the es.say from which those quotations are given, 
I sought and secured an interview with Surgeon-Colonel Davy, who 
willingly supplied information as to the results of his latest investi¬ 
gations on this most important subject. Letters were shown to me 
fts evidence that Surgeon-Colonel Davy’s^ diagnosis of the case had 
been endorsed by the late Dr. Walsho; also by the |ate Dr. Hilton 
Fagge, whose valuable work on medicine now is a household treasure. 
In this last-mentioned work Dr. Hilton Fagge says : 

The general opinion was that the cause of cardiac affections among soldiers 
lay in the cross-belts, heavy accoutrements, and in the tight clothing which the 
men used to wear, and on the urgent advice of Dr. Maclean and Dr. Parkes the 
old knapsack was abolished and a valise equipment adopted in its stead. 

Dr. Fagge then goes on to remark that, in spite of this change in 
the accoutrements worn by the soldiers, the prevalence of cardiac 
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dilatation and hypertrophy among jecruits has not been diminished. 

Dr. Fagge continues : ' 

• • • 

Dr. Veale assigns these affections to no fewer than seventeen more or less 
distinct causes; but it seems to me far more likely that some one cause is 
really responsible,, and I ana very much disposed to think that the real solution 
of the difficulty has been found by Surgeon-Colonel F. A. Davy, who holds the 
^ setting-up ’ drill to be mainly resQpnsible. Daring this drill recruits are com¬ 
pelled to swell the chest, so as to artificiahy expand it. To this they are sub¬ 
jected for four hours a,day for a period of about six months, having to march 
and even to double, with the chest in an abnormal condition. 


Dr. Davy assured me, in tlie course bf the interview which forms 
the basis of this article, that the same state of tilings still obtains. 
The drill for recruits is just the same as before in respect to this arti¬ 
ficial expansion of the chest. In consequence of the prevention of 
free expiration, the functions of the lungs and of the heart are very 
seriously interfered with. Soldiers under drill, even when they are 
standing, have the frequency of the respirations increased to about»40, 
and the pulse to 110 in the minute; the heart’s rhythm is disturbed 
and the impulse of the organ is altered in position, is more forcible, 
and is felt over an unnaturally wide area. Dr. Davy says ho often 
has seen recruits perfectly exhausted after their morning’s drill, 
which ought not to be the effect upon healthy young men. The drill- 
sergeants, who, naturally, are not aware of the injury they are causing 
to the men’s physique, believe they are ‘ making men ’ of the recruits 
whose figures, at first, are not in accordance with the popular idea 
of what a soldier’s physique should be. Any recruit in the squad 
who does not have his chest prominently thrown forward and fully 
expanded soon has his attention called to the fact. The capacity 
of the chest, of course, is ‘ improved,’ according to the ideas of the 
drill-sergeant, but in all common-sense this improvement can be of no 
advantage when obtained at the expense of its mobility. As a matter 
of fact, the ‘ setting-u]) ’ drill which still obtains is absurd from what¬ 
ever j)oint of view it may be considered. It does not fit the soldier 
for any task which he may be called upon to perform, or for any 
particular strain or feat of endurance which may be his lot in time of 
war. It would be well if it could be ascertained, and agreed upon, 
as to what is the actual (A)ndition of the soldier in the ranks from the 
moment he ‘commences actual work on the battlefield until such 
action terminates. Drill instructors might work back from that 
to the goose-step. 

Recent contributions to the daily newspapers, from miscellaneous 
authorities who have taken part in recent controversy on the subject 
of the course of training best suitable for recruits, have indicated 
that the proportion of recruits who desert or are invalided within 
the first twelve months after they have joined is greater to-day than it 
was when public attention was first drawn to the matter by Dr. Davy 
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and others whom I have mentioned. Dr. Davy infomM me thst the 
men who escajJe heart affections are those whose appeairanoe at once 
satisfies the drill-instructor and who are not made to undergo these 
extraordinary chest exercises, or they are men who do not, be¬ 
cause of the physical distress it causes them, obey tjie orders. The 
man who nevci; knew he had a heart (an expression many a soldier 
has used to Dr. Davj") becomes aware of his possession after a 
few months' dilating drill. lie blames his recently-donned pack and 
traps for his trouble, forgetting that as a civilian he could have carried 
them across country for ten or fifteen miles without any physical 
distress. Dr. Davy asserts that hypertrophy is very common in the 
Army, and is brought about by the drill imposed. The pack and 
other accoutrements may bring the mischief to light, but they have 
only aggravated what they have been supposed to originate—namely, 
the excess of heart disease which obtains in military as compared with 
civil life. The soldier ought to have the advantage, but he has not. 
Dr.,Davy says he has proved that the civilian can accomplish a dis¬ 
tance and carry a weight with less distress than the soldier. And this 
simply because the soldier has been ‘ trained.’ 

Dr. Davy says that this abuse obtains more in the Foot (luanls 
than in any other regiment, because it is in the Foot fluards that these 
chest exercises are insisted upon most rigorously. The best test 
of the capability of a soldier for undergoing physical exertion is to be 
ftmnd in the condition of his heart and lungs under such exertion— 
in the. condition of his circulation; ff)r the lungs are a portion of ihe 
circulation. It is quite impossible to judge of a man’s ])ower3 of en¬ 
durance by simply looking at him. He may look big and strong, 
and he will be big-chc‘.sted if he be a soldier; but, to test the matter, 
let him, after a march, in marching order, of from ten to fifteen miles, 
be told to throw off his pack and double, up an incline, rifle in hand, 
and, carrying from twenty-five to thirty rounds of ammunition, 
commence firing at once at a target .Wl yards distant. This is nothing 
that might not be required of the soldier in time of active warfare. 
Dr. Davy says that the trained men—that is, the men who have been 
under the drill-sergeant for some months—are few and far between 
whb will accomplish the feat. But he insists that these simple exer¬ 
cises should be adopted on every second ot third day, and that on 
the interv’^ening days the men should be taught military manmuvres 
and movements, instead of sending them to the dilating sergeant. The 
pouit is this, that Medical Officers puvss men as recruits for the Service 
who are expected to become effit-.ient soldiers, but it would appear 
to be a settled matter in the military mind that the civilian shape will 
not do in uniform. The men must be altered somehow to fit their 
new clothes. They must be provide.d with an appearance—and a 
condition of heart-- which would have caused their rejection had they 
presented it when being examined for enlistment. Can the required 
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soldierly bearing not be attained v^thout prejudice to the well-being 
of the soldier ? The answer to this depends upon wh^t the authoritie 
regard as a soldierly bearing; on whether the dilated, prominent 
thorax—for this is the sole evil—is a sine qwl non. Dr. Davy suggests 
these plain directions <by which injury to recruits can be altogether 
avoided: * 

(1) Start from a basis of ital mili];ary necessity; sending the men 
to practise only such work and exercises as they arc liable to be called 
on to do; excluding the artificial evils spoken of—namely (a) chest 
dilatation ; (h) directing attention U) the manner of disposing the 
weight of the body; (r) extension motions for opening cheat. 
(2) Abandon the‘false idea of human perfection of figure, as it is now 
supposed to be exemplified by the ‘ jiosilion of the soldier; ’ and 
instruct the drill-sergeant to improve the faulty symmetry of awkward- 
looking irien by directing their attention, not to their chests, but to 
the fault— whether unequal height of shouhlers, head held too much 
forward—whatever the fault may be. (.‘1) Corrections of the above 
kind to be made not exclusively when men are standing, but chiefly 
when they are practising miUtary movements and evolutions; for 
thus the great disadvantage is got over of keeping men long standing 
still, (d) As the soldier is a man whom we select, and whom, having 
selectt'd, we are bound to further prepare for hard w'ork, let us see 
that he ])ractise8 it—making mareliing and running the chief items 
in the training—but that he docs so under natural and not artificial 
conditions ; under conditions, above all, which allow of no interference 
Avith the iin])ortant functions of the heart and lungs. 

These sinqfle directions apj)ly to men already in the Service as 
well as to recruits now joining and yet to join. That soldiers 
should possess a manly bearing and be free from any unsightly trick 
of attitude is a proposition in wliicli all must agree, but ^ny such 
trick or peculiarity surely might be remedied wdthout injury to the 
man exhibiting it. 

A. Francis Walker. 

P.S.—f^ince writing the above, I am at liberty to state that Colonel 
Pollock, in connection with his experiment at Hounslow, did without 
the chest-swelling exercises for his recruits, and that he attribute's 
the physical fitness of tlui men, in a great measure, to that fact. 
I also am at liberty to add that the attention of the Secretary for War 
has been called to the injurious effect of the old system of recruit drill, 
and that it is probable that important ohaugos shortly will take place 
in the routine for the Regulars, leading to the total abolition of the 
exercises for artificial chest-inflation. This is good to hear, for it must 
go far towards the solution of the great problem of economy in the 
maintenance of our military forces. 


A. F. W. 
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The present Parliament lias already shown that it is the most pro¬ 
gressive and the most democratic in our history. In its spirit as in 
its composition, the House of r^ommons of 1906 is distinctly a new 
departure. Though there may be again, as in the past, periods of 
temporary rest, and possibly Ids of reaction, the dcnuicracy, having 
once awakened to life and realised its power, is not likely to lapse 
again into the deep slumlx'r and apathy of the last few years. 

The huge fjibcral majority—the largest since, the first Reform 
Bill; the striking accession to the ranks of the Labour representa¬ 
tives ; the earnest spirit of reform which animates the Government 
and its supporters, all inspiire the hope that something effective will 
be done to grapple with the great social evils which weaken the nation 
and crush the le-ss fortunate jiart of our population. Great is the 
need for social reform, and the expectations are great. Already 
important labour measures, such as the Trade Disputes Bill and 
the amendment of the Workmen's Compensation Act, have been 
introduced and bid fair to become law this session. 

Multitudinous and clamorous arc the social reforms which demand 
the attention of Parliament. In this article I shall confine myself to 
one of these—the supreme imijortance of old-age ])cnsions and the 
urgent need that we should make better State provision ftn our 
aged poor. 

Even when thus narrowed, the subject is still large, comjdex, 
and by no means easy of solution. Jiut whatever the diflicultics, 
the^ must be courageously faced and overcojne. The problem is not 
a new one. The brilliant author of Robinson Crusoe outlined a pension 
scheme to provide ‘ subsistence for the poor and infirm whenever 
age or disablement should reduce them to the necessity of making 
use of it.’ Thomas Paine, and other eminent publicists, including 
several members of Parliament and statesmen, j^ressed the subject 
upon public attention in the closing years of the eighteenth century. 
Well nigh two hundred years have elapsed since Daniel Dfefoe wrote, 
and it is nearly a century since Paine died. In the interval our 
country has been transformed from a small community, almost wholly 
agricultural, into a great manufacturing, mining, industrial nation— 
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one*of the greatest on the face of the globe. In population, in national 
income, in accumulated wealth, we have made enormous strides. 
Within living memory, too, the general condition' of our working 
people has greatly* improved ; wages have increased, the hours of 
labour have been shortened, the standard of living has been raised. 
But tliis general prosperity has been accompanied by the black shadow 
of periodical if* not of chronic unemployment, an(^ worse still, by 
the steady continuous increase in the mlmbers of the unemployable. 
Beyond all question the strain and stress, the rush and pressure of 
our modern industrial life bear more and more hardly upon t^e 
infirm and the aged. Though our average longevity increases, the 
age of effective work in many industries steadily and gradually 
diminishes. Year after year it becomes more and more difficult 
for the aged and the ageing to obtain and to retain their employment. 
In the vicissitudes and fluctuations of trade they are the first to be 
dismissed and the last to* be re-employcd. Hence the urgent and 
admitted necessity that something shall be done to heal this sore 
malady in the body politic. The next great reform in our poos-law 
system must include Old-Age Pensions. 

Few persons, except those who have carefully examined into 
the subject, can be aware to what an enormous extent pauperism 
is due to old ago. In the prime and vigour of life our workpeople 
arc in the main self-reliant and self-supporting. Decade after decade 
pauperism has been decreasing until, relatively to population, it is 
only about one-half of what it was fifty years ago. Meanwhile the 
poverty and dependence due to age is stationary, if not increasing. 
I do not wish needlessly to trouble the reader with figures, but I must 
give a few. They arc grim and incontrovertible. In 1890 a Parlia¬ 
mentary Return for which I moved showed that on the lat of August 
of that year 41,180 persons between the ages of sixty and sixty-five 
and 215,687 over the age of sixty-five were in receipt of parish relief. 
My Return of 1890 was in the main confirmed by another Return which 
I obtained in 1904. So far as aged poverty is concerned, these results 
were slightly worse than those revealed by the earlier Return. 

Mr. Charles Booth, a very high authority, after a careful analysis, 
inferred from these official figures that ‘ not less than one-third of the 
working class over sixty-five years of age were to a greater or less 
extent dependent on public relief in 1890.’ Anotlier eminent authority, 
Sir Spencer "Walpole, in a striking memorandum which ho laid before 
Lord Rothschild’s Old-Age Pension Committee, of which he was a 
member, stated that ‘ one person out of every five, of sixty-five years 
and over, had received public relief on a particular clay in 1892; 
that one out of three of that age had applied for relief in the course 
of the year; and that, deducting the well to do, one working man or 
woman out of every two are more or less dependent on the rates in 
their old age.’ 
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Action rather than further investigation is therefore now impera¬ 
tively required. From 1895 to 1^00 there were no fewer than four 
Royal Commissions and Committees of Inquiry. Of the Royal 
Commission in 1895 his Majesty the King, then Prince of Wales, was 
a member, and he took the keenest interest in the investigations. No 
sooner had that Commission reported than a Committee of which 
Lord Rothschild was chairman was appointed, lhat again was 
quickly followed by Mr. (Iliaplin’s Committee, which again was 
succeeded a year afterwards by a departmental ^ii^ommittee on the 
aged deserving poor. No practical recommendations emanated from 
the Royal Commission. But the inquiries were not in vain. The 
crying evils of our poor-law system were exposed, grievous sores were 
laid bare, the need for action was confirmed. The facts elicited 
showed conclusively that poverty in age is not wholly or mainly due, 
as is often so cruelly alleged, to vice, intemperance, and thriftlcssness. 
It was proved beyond controversy that great numbers of our popula¬ 
tion have incomes so scanty that it is practically impossible for them 
to make provision for their declining years. It has been stated on 
high authority that about t)ne-third of otir workers have to live upon 
a pound a week. Thrift does not necessarily mean saving. It means 
good management, and with the meagre incomes of our agricultural 
labourers, and of large numbers of our unskilled workers, there is 
unmistakable thrift when they rear their families in anything like 
decency, without saving for their old age. Contributory schemes 
for Old-Age I’eiisions are therefore ruled out by the stern logic of 
facts*. 

While we in Great Britain have been investigating, debating, 
pa.ssing resolutions, making election promises, other countries ha^'e 
been acting. Germany, Austria, France. Belgium, Denmark, our 
own New Zealand and Australian Colonies have all in recent years 
done somgthing practical by legislation and a<lministration to provide 
for their aged poor. Claiming as we do to be ahead (»f other nations 
in social reforms, we certainly, in respect to care for the aged, lag far 
and discreditably Ix'hind nearly every civilised nation in the world. 

It is quite true that our poor-law Statutes go back for many 
hundreds of years. By our common law we have recognised from 
remote time that none of our people should be alhtwed to ‘ die for 
default of sustenance.’ That is well so far as*it goes. But nearly all 
our j)oor-law legislation has been tainted with the notion t‘hat poverty 
and vice are synonymous. Tennyson’s Northern Farmer sums up in a 
line the orthodox view of the British Philistine : ‘ Taa^e my word for it, 
Sammy, the poor in a loomp is bad.’ Hence we have indiscriminately 
attached all sorts of stigmas, disabilities, and disfranchisements to 
the recipients of poor-law relief. 

In referring to other countries I do not say or imply that we can- 
in ever)' respect follow their example. We cannot, nor ought we to 
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<lo so*. From them wc may learn something, but we must solve our 
own problems in our own way. Many of these countries are neces¬ 
sarily acting tentatively. It caimot be pretended that their schemes 
are working with enlire smoothness or complete Satisfaction. Many 
of them are amending their Acts by the light of further experience, 
but nowhere is there a suggestion that they should go back on their 
past, and abolish •their Old-Age Pension legislation. 

The Royal (.^jmmission, whose examination into the facts was 
most careful and searching, considered’more than a hundred different 
proposals for Old-Age Pensions. None of these met with their 
approval, nor were they able, ‘ after repeated attempts,’ to formulate 
a scheme of tjieir own whicli was ^ fr(?e from grave inherent dis¬ 
advantages.’ • 

Mr. (Jhamberlahi, who has for many years advocated pensions for 
the aged, and who, vastly to his eredit, Jias devotetl much time and 
labour to the subject, once declared that the matter was one of extreme 
simplieity. A proposal such as his, which demands a lump payment 
of fi\e pounds at tlie age of tweuly-Hve. and an annual subscription 
of one pound for forty years, may indec'd he simple, but as a solution 
of the Old-Age Problem it is wholly impracticable. 

’riio Helect Oommittee of IKPP recommended an Old-Age Pension 
scheme to give not less than five shillings, or more than seven sliillings, 
a week to persons of si.xty-five years of age who fulfilled certain specified 
conditions. No estimate of tlic cost of carrying out tlic scluirne. was 
then given, but the DeparlJiieuial Oommittec of c.vpt'rts who subsc- 
queutly iiKpiired into its financial side estimated that in 11)01 the 
amount required would be lOj.jtXhOfK)?., and in 1911 it would rise to 
12,t)r>(),(KX')/. Mr. Asquith, answering a question put to him early 
this session, said tliat on tins basis the present cost would probably 
not be far short of ll,r)00,0(X)^. 

The plan which has taken the strongest hold of the workpeople 
is that put forward by Mr. (Charles Booth. Mr. Booth is no mere 
dreamer and theorist; he is a trained economist and a praetic-al com¬ 
mercial man. Like all true social reformers, from Robert Owen to 
General Booth, he combines love of his fellow-men with shrewd 
business faculty. Universality is the essence of Mr. Booth's scheme. 
Spealving roughly, every naturalised British subject legally certified 
to be over sixty-five years\)f ago, who had resided coiitiuuously in the 
United Kingdbm for twenty y('ars jirevious to the date of application, 
who was not a criminal, a lunatic, an imbecile, or a hopeless ilrujikard, 
would be entitled to claim a pension of five shillings per week. Mr. 
Booth’s proposals have been approved by many Jarge re})resentativc 
Conferences, of Trade Unionists, C'o-operators, members of Friendly 
Societies in all the great industrial centres throughout the country, 
as well as by the Trades Union and the Co-operative Annual Congresses. 
Tlie scheme has the merit of simplicity, but the cost certainly would 
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be very large, even for one of the richest countries in the world. 
According to the census of 1901 there were 2,018,716 persons in the 
United Kingdom who were over sixty-five years of age. To give 
five shillings per week to all would mean the expenditure of 26,225,0001. 
a year. 

From this total there would of course be large deductions. The 
pension having to be formally claimed in person, the rich and well-to-do 
would not be likely to apply, Thosh already in receipt of pensions 
would be excluded ; the large amount now spent, on pauperism would 
be diminished, out-door relief being practically abolished. Still, let 
it be frankly recognised that any effective scheme of Old-Age Pensions 
must inevitably mean large expenditure. And when we speak of 
fifteen or twenty millions a year, unless it be to sla*y and destroy men, 
many worthy people arc apt to be startled and appalled. Every 
scheme yet put forward, every conceivable scheme indeed, may 
doubtless be riddled by the expert critic. Criticism is proverbially 
easy. ‘ A man 'must serve his time to every trade save censure; 
critics all are ready made.’ 

It is alleged that a general Old-Age Pension system would discourage 
if not destroy thrift; that it would tend to lower wages and would 
produce universal pauperism. No proof is advanced to sustain these 
sweeping statements. Much of the evidence given before the Royal 
Commission and the Committee of Incpiiry negatives them. On the 
face of it the assumption is absurd that the competition of persons 
over sixty-five years of age could have any appreciable oficct on the 
general rate of wages. 

The high moralists who are so fearfully perturbed lest the aged 
workers should be demoralised by the payment to them of five sliillings 
per week seem to be unaware or forgetful of the fact that some eight 
million pounds a year is now paid in pensions to certain specially 
favoured individuals. It is never suggested that these fortunate 
recipients, many of them fairly well to do and not a few of whom are 
paid hundreds or thousands a year, are pauperised, degraded or 
rendered thriftless by what they receive from the State. Oh, but 
these persons, it is replied, have served their country on the 
battlefield, in the legislative chambers, or as Government officials. 
No doubt that is true of many f)f them. But when service to 
their country is justly enough advanced as a reason^ for a special 
reward, on what principle is the worn-out toiler, who has con¬ 
tributed to the production of tlui nation’s wealth, to be excluded 
from particiimtion in a similar reward ? ‘ A labourer serves his 

country with his spade just as a man in the middle ranks of 
life serves it with his sword, his pen, his brain, or his lancet. If 
the service be less, and therefore the wages during health less, then 
the reward when health is broken may be leas, but not less honourable.* 
John Ruskin, from whom I quote, goes on to say that it ‘ ought to be 
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quite as natural and straightforward for a labourer to take his pension 
from his parish, because he has deserved well of his parish, as for 
a man of higher rank to take his pension froip his country because he 
has deserved well of his country.’ That is our contention, only we 
should include the woman as well as the man, and we should substitute 
country for parish, an alteration which does not invalidate the prin¬ 
ciple laid down by*Ruskin. 

I agree that anything which tends tq weaken or discotrrage habits 
of thrift is to be deprecated. The sad truth must be acknowledged 
and deplored that great numbers are brought to poverty and destitu¬ 
tion by improvidence and intemperance^ drink playing sad havoc 
in many ways. <Cut it is equally true that heroic efforts are made by 
tens of thousands o( ill-paid wage-earners to maintain their indepen¬ 
dence and to live without assistance from the poor-rates. Sometimes 
these efforts succeed ; often they fail. 

It may be doubted wi:ether the public generally are fully aware 
of what is already being done for the aged by working men through 
their Trade Unions and other great self-help organisations. Let irte 
give a few figures. I find from the last issue of the Labour Statistics 
published by the Board of Trade, that in I'JOl—the last year for which 
the facts are available—forty of the principal Trade Unions paid no 
less a sum than 2G7,:iyG/. in superannuation benefit. The Amalga¬ 
mated Society of Engineers itself is paying more than one hundred 
thousand pounds a year to its aged members. All this is in addition to 
large expenditure on the unemployed, which again is no doubt greatly 
swelled by those who arc made workless tlirough old age. The 
Northumberland and Durham Miners’ Permanent Relief Fund has for 
many years made provision for its aged members. In 1905 there were 
4,591 on the fund, the total amount paid in superannuation for the 
year being G0,'D94Z. Whether a general Old-Age Pension scheme be 
adopted or not these societies will continue the noble work which they 
have begun. But after all, creditable though all this is to the humanity 
and to the organising faculty of those concerned, the evil is hardly 
touched by these voluntary associations. 

This article, longer than I had intended, and more‘fragmentary 
than I could have desired, must now be concluded. It has been 
established beyond all controversy that liuiidreds of thousands of our 
people, after having spent the best years of their life in the service 
of their country as wealth-producers, arc left destitute in their old 
age through no fault of their own ; that, though m\ich is done by their 
friends and relativei, by Trade Unions, Friendly Societies, and other 
thrift agencies, these beneficent efiorts scarcely touch the great mass 
of poverty which is due to age, and to the infirmities which accompany 
age. It is lurther recognised, alike by supporters and opponents, 
that the subject can be adequately dealt with only by a universal 
pension scheme, which will draw no fine cobweb distinction between 
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the deserving and the undeserving poor. Moreover, leading statesmen 
of both the great political partiejs have at one time or another promised 
legislation on'^the subject of Old-Age Pensions. ^ 

The present (lovernment, I have reason to believe, will earnestly 
endeavour to solve the problem. In some respects the time is oppor¬ 
tune for action. The Labour members,‘now happily a force in 
Parliament, are united and earnest in their support df Old-AgePensiojis. 
The majority of liberals, as well as many Conservatives, take the 
same view. In sentiment therefore there is general if not complete 
agreement. The difficulties aj‘e admittedly great, but they are mainly, 
if not entirely, financial. With unity and (jourage these difficulties 
can be sunnounted. Tberc'must be., and there will be, J liopc, important 
retrenchment, especially in naval and in military expenditure. New 
sources of iuconie must be found, without throwing added burdens 
upon the workers and upon the producers of wealth. Afticr negative 
criticism lias said its strongest word there remains urgent need for 
prompt, effective action. 

• Thomas Durt. 
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About eleven yean*s ago, in this Review,' I endeavoured to show 
that the greatest marvel in Astronomy is not to be found in the im¬ 
mensity of the Stellar Universe, with its distances such as the mind 
can hardly grasp, or in the vast j^rocesses of evolution ever proceeding 
with greater or less rapidity in all its parts, but in that which is far 
more wonderful, as it meets the student at every step in his progress 
—viz. the intimate intermingling of the excessively small with the* 
exceedingly great. 

Since then the advance of physical science has, I venture to think, 
given much fresh support to this statement. That advance has been 
most remarkable for its penetration into the arcana of what is most 
minuf-e. It is true that for more than a century past our view of 
every distant Sun, or Nebula, has been known to depend upon waves 
of light whose undulation-periods are hundreds of times less than a 
billionth of a second. It is true that, for about fifty years past, the 
spectroscope has sliown that the more refined details of such light 
tell us, with a certainty independent of the vastness of the intervening 
space which the light may have traversed, of what materials each far- 
distant orb is mS.de. But it has been discovered, only in the last few 
years, that the Astronomer must take into consideration the ejects 
produced by individual portions of matter far more minute than any 
of which the existence had been previously imagined. 

Until quite recently it had been supposed that the limit of all 
investigation, either of the chemical constitution, or of the luminous 
radiation of any heavenly body, must be bounded by the so-called 
elementary atoms of matter j such atoms being far too small to be 
rendered visible ,by the most powerful microscope, although their 
existence and properties (sould be otherwise demonstrated. But now 
the Astronomer finds that in the evolutionary processes of the Universe, 
or in the physical constitution and condition of any of its members, 
he must study movements, and vibrations, and energies of vast 
power, ever working inside or around these atoms, caused by flying 
particles, or el'ectrons (as they are named), a thousand times smaller 
than the smallest atom previously known. And he must find out 
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how to make these newly-discovered minutest particles, endowed 
each with its own constant and uniform charge of negative electricity, 
tell him what they are doing, what they have achieved, and towards 
what most important ends they are working throughout the Universe. 

The New Astronomy of the present day is most closely related to 
the sciences of Electricity and Magnetishi; to the action of Light 
and Heat and of every kind of Eadiation; and to the inmost consti¬ 
tution of Matter. And the .more afl these are studied the more impor¬ 
tant is that which is excessively minute found to be in every one of 
them. Further, it is, I think, exceedingly interesting that this astro¬ 
nomical importance of ^e very minute shows itself most notably in 
those members of the Universe which are most remarkable for the 
immensity of their dimensions. It is so, for instance, in the Nebulae, 
and in those Stars whose vaporous surroundings are of enormous 
extension, owing to their being in an early and semi-nebulous stage of 
evolution. Again, in the Corona of the Sun, the outer boundary of 
which, under the form of the Zodiacal Light, may even pass beyond 
' the Earth, And, once more, in the huge development both of head 
and tail very frequently met with in the fascinating class of objects 
termed Comets. 

The head of a Comet in general consists of a denser and brighter 
central part (or Nucleus) with an extensive nebulous surrounding. 
This outer portion of the head in times past seemed suggestive of 
a mass of hair. It is therefore called the Coma. From this the tail 
springs forth, often to a very great distance. Hence the name of 
Comet, or long-haired. The tail was also formerly often called the 
‘ Blaze; ’ and a Comet termed a Blazing Star. 

The Coma of the head is frequently of very large size ; that, for 
instance, of the grand Comet of a.u. 1811 being considerably more 
than a million of miles in diameter. But far inore remarkable 
dimsnsions are met with in the tails. The great Comet of a.u. 1843 
had a tail of about 200 millions of miles in its visible length, while 
it was doubtless only the faintness of the light of its farther portions 
that prevented its being traced to a much greater distance. The 
whole volume of such a tail was perhaps of somewhat less surprising 
magnitude, although its diameter was more than three millions of 
mil^. It is not, however, so much volume, as linear extension, which 
is of most importance in connection with recent theories of radiation, 
and with those new developments in science to which I have alluded. 
Other tails have attained to 50, 100, 150, or more millions of miles; 
while the length of many more has been sufficiently great to be of the 
highest interest to the physical student. 

Any such numerical statements, however, call for a few remarks 
as to the relation of Comets to geometrical, as well as to physical. 
Astronomy: for the estimate of the actual size of a Comet, or of 
any part of it, at any given moment, must clearly depend upon 



1906 


HALLEYS •AND OTHER COMETS 


381 


our knowledge of our distance from it at that time. It is by making 
due allowance for the effect of that distance that the aptual size is 
determined which corre^onds to the apparent size observed by the 
eye. Knowing, as we do, the Earth’s position in its own orbit, we 
proceed to calculate geometycally the form and position of the Comet’s 
orbit around the Sun. We are then able at once to deduce the 
Comet’s distance at any moment £i;pra the Earth. 

In the history of Astronomy the gcomctrtcal calculation of Cometary 
orbits is of exceeding* interest. Newton’s great discovery of the 
Law of Gravitation went far beyond the explanation of the cause of 
the three laws of the planetary movements which Kepler had detected 
by his study of a mass of previous observations. Newton not only 
showed that gravitation demanded those laws for planets moving 
after the manner of those then known {i.e. in elliptic orbits of very 
moderate ovalness or eccentricity); but he also demonstrated that 
the same law of gravitation would permit and control movement 
in an ellipse of any degree of oval ness, or even in a parabolic or^ 
hyperbolic orbit. The Sun must occu]>y what is termed a focus of 
any such orbit. This in the case of an elongated ellipse is a point 
situated near to one end of the longest diameter of the curve. 

Newton applied his theory himself to some extent with reference 
to a great Comet which was seen in the year 1680; showing how, 
in that or in any other similar case, an approximate calculation 
of the orbit might be made. Soon afterwards the celebrated astro¬ 
nomer Halley followed up a suggestion made by Newton (the two 
being intimate friends) that it would bo well to determine, if possible, 
whether any Comets, moving in elongated orbits, had returned and 
shown themselves again, after an interval in which they had mean¬ 
while performed,one complete orbital revolution. Halley fortunately 
was able to find sufficient observations recorded to enable him to 
calculate that there was a great similarity between the orbital elements 
of two Comets, respectively seen in IT).*!! by Apian and in 1607 by 
Kepler, and those of a Comet which he himself had observed in 16815. 
This suggested that the same Comet might thus have appeared 
three times at intervals of seventy-five or seventy-six years. He 
also discovered that notable Comets had been seen in l.'lOl, 1378, 
and 1456, for which the intewening intervals were nearly the same.’* 
His investigations finally led him to predict that another passage of 
the same Comet through its nearest approach to the Sun would take 
place in the year 1759. 

As that date drew*nigh the confirmation of the application of the 
Law of Gravitation to this Comet’s orbit, which was calculated to 
be an ellipse io elongated that one end of it would be about sixty 
times as far away from the Sun as the other, was anticipated with 

* Owing to planetary perturbations it is found that the duration of the orbital 
period of Halley’s Comet may vary from time to time by more than five hundred days. 
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# great interest. A very elaborate computation of the path of the Comet 
was made, before the end of the year 1758, by the French astronomer 
Clairaut. 6wing to the want of certain data, some uncertainty was, 
however, unavoidable. Nevertheless, the date of the perihelion passage, 
or nearest approach of the Comet to the Sun, was closely approxi¬ 
mated to. After an absence of more than sevei^y-six years it passed 
through that important point of jts orbit within about three weeks 
of the date calculated by Olairaut. He afterwards showed that he 
could have given the time with considerably greater accuracy, if he 
had known more correct values of the masses of Jupiter and Saturn, 
and had thereby been able to allow more precisely for the perturbation 
of the Comet’s movement caused by their attraction as it passed near 
them. 

.Since that time the truth of Newton’s great law has been abun¬ 
dantly confirmed in its application ,to the orbits of various other 
Comets, especially in the case of some which revolve wholly within 
the boundaries of the Solar System. Of such there is an inner group 
*of about thirty, of which even those which go furthest away from 
the Sun pass but little beyond the distance of Jupiter, while their 
periods vary from about three and one-third, to rather more than 
twelve, years. The eccentricities of their orbits are in some cases not 
very different from those of some of the many Minor Planets dis¬ 
covered of late years. Altogether, their paths can be very accurately 
computed and te.sted. Nevertheless, Halley’s (Joinct will always be 
renowned above all others for the intense interest which its return in 
1759 excited; because that return tested, for the first time, not only 
the application of the theory of gravitation to the control of the .Sun 
over a body moving in so elongated an orbit; but also the amount 
and effect of the perturbing attractions of Jupiter and Saturn in 
certain parts of the orbit. 

Let us now consider a few other points of interest connected 
with this Comet, with especial reference to its next return in the 
year 1910. 

After 1759 it appeared again in 18.'i5. It was then possible to 
calculate its movements with so much greater accuracy that it made 
its perihelion passage within lour days of the predicted date; indeed, 
some corrections afterwards applied left a discrepancy of only a single 
day. The Comet was not a very grand object to .the naked eye; 
although the light of the nucleus decidedly surpassed that of second- 
magnitude stars; and was comparable with that of some reddish 
stars of the first magnitude, such as Aldebar^i and Antares. The 
tail, while the Comet was approaching the Sun, attained to twenty 
degrees in length; and a very remarkable jet emitted by the nucleus 
was watched with great interest by telescopic observers. But 
after the Comet had passed to such a distance on the other side , 
of the Sun that it was again visible to observers on the Barth, it 
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was seen to be devoid of a tail; while the nucleus had expanded into 
an iUuminated disc, which was surrounded by a hazy^Coma. This 
disc gradually grew lafger as the Comet receded frdm the Sun. The 
Coma at the same time gradually vanished away. 

I have already, referred to a probable apparition of Halley’s Comet 
so early as the year a.d. 1301. It is also likely that it is the same as 
a Comet recorded in A.n. 1223; while it is jflmost certain, as the late 
Mr. Hind showed by careful study of (Chinese and other records, that 
it was seen in the year lltf). It is generally identified with the 
great and very celebrated Comet of a.d. lOOG, depicted in the Bayeux 
tapestry. Mr. Hind has also discussed *fourteen probable appear¬ 
ances before a.d. lOfiO, beginning with one in b.c. 11 ; of which those 
of B.c. 11 and a.d. 218,295, 451, and 700 are the most certain. Some¬ 
times, as in A.D. 1456, it was terrible to behold. In that year, in 
spite of the twilight of summer, its tail was sixty degrees in length, 
and its aspect such that J’ope Calixtus ordered special prayers to 
be offered up for protection both from the Turks under Mahomet tly? 
Second and from the Comet. 

No very precise calculations have, I believe, yet been published 
of its path in 1910, or of the dates of its then nearest approaches 
to the 8\m and to the Earth. It seems that some further investiga¬ 
tion of the accuracy of (»ne of the elements of the orbit, hitherto 
accepted, must be made, and much more elaborate computation 
be gone through. Dr. Smart, F.R.A.S., has, however, recently 
effected some approximate calculations of much interest,'* which 
show that in May 1910 it may probably rise about four hours before 
the Sun, and be a brilliant object with rapidly increasing light, so as 
to reach its brightest about the middle of June. It may, he .says, 
pass near to the splendid star Capella, ‘which may perhajM repeat 
with this Comet the beautiful spectacle which Arcturus made with 
Donati’s in 1858.’ During a portion of its visibility it is expected to 
be above the horizon during th(‘ whole of the day and the night, but 
it will probably not approach us within about one-fourth of the 
Earth’s distance from the Sun. The twilight of the summer nights 
will unfortunately tend to diminish its beauty. 

Some other very interesting details are also mentioned by Dr. 
Smart. For instance, that,* if the Comet should approach the Bun 
within about tWo-thirds of the Earth’s di.stanc.e, its velocity when 
rushing through its perihelion })assage would amount to about 1,878 
miles per second; while at its aphelion, or furthest distance from 
the Sun, it would only move through thirty-nine miles in a second. 
This difference of speed is, of course, very notable ; but, as Dr. Smart 
has remarked, the mere statement of it hardly suggests how much 

’ Monthly Notices of the Boyal Astrono^nical Society, vol. x. p. 51. 

* Journal of the British Astronomical Association, vol. xii. p. 134, and vol. »vi. 
pp. 105 and 160. 
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of its whole period the Comet must in consequence spend in the 
further portion of its orbit. The planet Neptune is at about thirty 
times the Earth’s distance from the Sun. Th^ Comet in its aphelion 
attains only to about thirty-five times the Earth’s distance, or one- 
sixth further. Yet it is calculated that it piust take nearly one-half 
of its orbital period to describe the comparatively small part of its 
path which lies beyond that of Neptpne. Its motion is what is termed 
.retrograde, or in a direction*opposite to that of the planets around 
the Sun. It is only north of the plane of the ecliptic for about six 
months out of its whole period. At the present time it is somewhat 
farther from the Sun tlian«the planet Saturn. 

In 1010 the Comet may be a brighter and grander object than any 
which we have seen in this hemisphere since 1882; but it will not 
be at its nearest position to the Earth until after it has passed 
through its nearest approach to the Sun. If we might judge from 
the behaviour of various other Comets, this circumstance might 
spggest that it might then show much luminous disturbance and 
tail-development; but it is well to remember that, in 1835, it had a 
long tail before its perihelion passage, but none when seen again on 
the other side of the Sun. Its tail and its general brightness seem, 
however, to have varied so much in its different apparitions that it 
may well be hoped that the (’omet will be of considerable, if not 
of surpassing, grandeur to the naked eye in 1910; while it will cer¬ 
tainly be of the utmost interest to telescopic observers. 

We must not forget, it is true, that out of the number of much 
fainter Comets, having comparatively short periods, which have been 
recently discovered, about twelve have made two, or more, .successive 
appearances. Two others, of periods very similar to that of Halley’s, 
have also each been seen twice; one in the years 1812,and 1884 ; and 
one in 1815 and 1887.*^ They are both, however, of little interest to 
the naked-eye observer. Halley’s remains unique in its long-traced 
history and many reappearances. It can never be forgotten as the 
first seen to return again. Halley’s name, apart from his other great 
achievements, will ever be famous for the prediction of its return 
fifty-four years before it occurred. It is also in itself a Comet of 
notahie beauty, and grandeur, both of head and tail. 

As regards Comets in general, the points of interest open to dis¬ 
cussion are so numerous that I will only mention a few which have 
some special relation to the more recent developments of physical 
science. In doing so, let me first refer to the probable composition 
of the nucleus of a Comet’s head. 

There is a Comet the path of which, as. Professor Schiaparelli has 
shown, agrees in a remarkable manner with the orbit in which a mul¬ 
titude of small meteorites, or shooting stars, can be proved to move, 

* See Remarkable Comets, by W. T. Lynn, lltb ed. A small blit valuable 
popular treatise. 
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some of which the Earth meets with every year in the second week 
of the month of August. This Cofiiet was discovered by Professor 
Swift in July 1862*, and is calculated to have* a period of about 
120 years in length. At its greatest distance from the Sun it there¬ 
fore departs about hal^ as far again as the orbit of Neptune. The 
meteorites referred to must be distributed with a fair amount of 
regularity all along the Corae|.’3 path, as'the Earth meets with them 
every August— i.e. every time that 'it passes across the orbit in 
question. 

A similar connection has been found between a small Comet of 
the year 1866 and a great display of shooting stars seen during many 
centuries past, up»to the year 1866, at intervals of about thirty-three 
years, in the middle of the month of November, as in 1833, 1799, 
and previously. Unfortunately their orbit seems now to have been 
somewhat perturbed, so that they failed to appear in the numbers 
expected in, or near to, the year 1899. But the fact that, for long 
past, they have only appeared in great abundance once in each 
thirty-three years—or near to that date—indicates that they are not 
spread at all so uniformly along the orbit of the Comet of 1866 as 
are those found in the orbit of that of 1862. They must have been 
more closely aggregated along a much smaller portion of their orbit, 
and not greatly separated from their Comet.*' 

Passing by another similar but less important case, we find yet 
one more, still more remarkable and definite in its indication of a 
very close relation between Comets and Meteorites. There is a 
Comet known as Biela’s. Although it had probably been seen on 
two previous occasions, its orbit was first computed in 1826, soon after 
its detection by Bicia in that year. Its period was calculated to be 
somewhat iq,ore than si.x and a half years; and it was seen again in 
1833. It was unfavourably situated and consequently not noticed 
in 1839. But it showed itself once more in 1846. Then about 
three weeks after its first detection in 1846, up to which time it 
had presented the appearance of a faint circular nebula with a 
small central condensation, it became of a pear-shaped form; and 
about a fortnight later was found to have split into two separate 
Comets, each having a short tail. 

The two presently separated to a distance apart of about 150,000 
miles. In 1852, so far as could be judged, these same two Comets 
were seen again; but the one was then about 1,250,000 miles from the 
other. In 1859 their position was unfavourable, and they were not 
found. In 1866 it was fully expected that one, if not both, would 
appear. But they failed to do so. In place of them, however, a 
• 

* Aooording to the period calculated for this Comet of 1866, it should have been 
seen again in 1899, when, as stated above, the shooting stars failed to appear. The 
Comet, however, was also not observed in that year. But the failure to see it was in all 
probability simply due to its unfavourable position for observation that tiine. 
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display of shooting stars, or meteorites, took place at the end of 
November 1867» It was also found that three or four similar dis¬ 
plays near to the same date in November had previously occmrred; 
and it was possible satisfactorily to identify their orbit with that of 
the lost Comet. These same meteorites appeared again in many 
hundreds of thousands (coming apparently, as th<5 nature of their 
path involved, from the constellation of Andromeda) towards the 
end of November 1872, and ofice more in 1885; thirteen complete 
terrestrial years, which are nearly equal to two of their orbital revo¬ 
lutions, bringing them back to much the same position relatively to 
the Earth. It must, howevef, be confessed that, owing either to their 
dispersion or to some perturbing influence, they too seem disposed, 
like the mid-November meteorites, to disappoint us now by failing 
to appear in any great abundance. Bnt they must certainly have 
been intimately related to Biela’s Comet.' 

What, then, do these various instances indicate ? Surely very 
clearly that the nuclei of Comets are in general colliu’-tions, or aggrega¬ 
tions, of Meteorites, which are easily broken up into smaller groups, 
or gradually spread and dis])ersed along a (’’omet’s path until it may 
at last happen that the Comet will be wholly dissipated, and be seen 
no more. In any case, dynamical considerations indicate that the 
meteorites must continue to travel very nearly in the Comet’s orbit. 

This hypothesis is confirmed by cases in which the nucleus in 
the head of a (hornet has actually appeared to undergo division. 1 n 
the Comet of 1618 it is recorded that the head was at first like a 
planetary disc, but presently the astronomer Cysatus saw it as a 
clustering group of starry points. The Comets of Olinda in 1860, 
and of Brooks in 1889, broke, into two parts, somewhat as did Biela's. 
The nucleus of the great Comet of 1882 gradually broke into four 
portions, each of which it is quite conceivable may some day form 
a separate Comet. And I may add that there is an indication that 
something of the same kind, but upon a much grander scale, may 
very possibly have happened in time long past, in the fact that the 
great Comet of 1882 forms one of what may be termed a family of 
Comets. It is calculated that it is moving in approximately the 
same orbit with the great Comets of 1843, 1880, and 1887 ; and 
possibly with that of 1668. This orbital hgreement suggests that 
they may all have originated in some much larger parent collection 
of matter (originally revolving in a similar orbit) from which they 
may have broken off in succession. One or two^ other somewhat 
similar instances of «uch a brotherhood in Comets might also be 
named. 

But it may next be asked : If Comets are thus composed (Jf aggrega¬ 
tions of meteorites, of what size may we suppose the meteorites to 
be ? The answer is : that their size will probably correspond with 
that of such meteorites as the Earth is constantly encountering. These 
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frequently fall upcui it; being sometimes of a few pounds in weight; 
or occasionally attaining even to hundredweights, or tons, as is indi¬ 
cated by spccimenfi found in silu in certain localitfes, although they 
may not actually have been seen to fall. But it is likely that the 
weight of by far the greater number may only attain to a grain or 
two, as is the'^ case with most of those which traverse the Earth’s 
atmosphere in the form of shooting stars. 

A Comet’s nucleus is therefore pipbably composed chiefly of stony 
fragments varying in size from that of the finest dust to that of rocks 
of considerable magnitude. At the same time portions of a more 
or less metallic composition rtiay be intprmingled. 

Let us nflxt suppose a Comet, possessed of a nucleus thus con¬ 
stituted, to come within the influence of the Sun’s attraction, and, 
gradually to approach the Earth. It will in general, when first 
faintly visible, look like a sniall round Nebula. Jn the further regions 
of space from which it has come it may be supposed to have been in 
a condition of extrcnio cold. Amongst the meteorites of which it 
is composed there may, therefore, be many frozen particles capable 
of vaporisation at higher temperatures. Jn cavities and interstices 
of the meteorites— as is found in some which fall upon the Earth— 
Hydrogen and other gases may be occluded. Presently it may 
approach very near to the Sun, although probably not so closely as 
the great Comet of 181.3, which passed within about 100,000 miles 
of the Solar surface. Processes of much disturbance will be originated 
by this proximity, which in some cases may be of stupendous force. 
The trim’s heat and other radiations, and collisions among the meteo¬ 
rites of the Comet themselves, may evolve vapours and gases which 
may expand to a great’distance. 

The Coma may thus be gradually formed around the nucleus, partly 
by more gentle emanation, but partly by fierce explosions and fiery 
jets rushing out from tlic now brilliantly illuminated centrahpart. 

We cannot, however, primarily attribute any very violent disturb¬ 
ances to the effect of the collisions of the meteorites with each other ; 
because the whole mass of a Comet is so small that the revolution 
of the con,stituent particles, around their common centre of gravity 
in the nucleus, would only generate such low velocities in them as would 
allow of no great violcqce in their mutual impacts. The very small 
density of ^ Comet also involves a very loose degree of aggregation 
in its meteorites, which would make their collisions infrequent; 
although such as might occur would necessarily generate such an 
amount of heat aSS would probably involve the ^scharge or formation 
of gas. We must, therefore, assign the disturbances produced mainly 
to the effect of the Sun’s heat upon the previously very cold matter 
in the Comet. 

Eruptions from the nucleus may take place in any direction. 
But they occur, as might be expected, most frequently towards 
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the Sun, because on that side most heat is received. When so erupted 
the matter sent forth is in generat seen to be presently thrown back 
again in a curved path past the nucleus, so as to form a brilliant 
hollow envelope around it; the nucleus being within that part of 
the envelope which is most curved, and convex towards the Sun. 
Several such envelopes, outlying each other, are sometimes seen, 
which have been formed in'succession^ from a series of explosions; 
the matter projected having attained to different elevations above 
the nucleus before being turned back. 

These envelopes, produced in this way from jets first of all emitted 
towards the Sun, of course help to form the Comet’s tail after they 
have passed back beyond the head. But it may .be said ; Would 
, not this be even more the province of jets themselves emitted rear¬ 
wards, as some certainly are ? Not at all necessarily. The more 
natural procedure (unless the velocity of, its projection backwards 
were very considerable) would be that such ejected matter, as far as 
the effect of gravity in the Comet is concerned, and apart from any 
other influence, should presently fall back again on to the head. The 
matter forming the tail, however, seems to rush, as a rule, almost 
directly away from the Sun. A much smaller amount of ejected 
matter, probably of a different kind, is sometimes seen on the Sunward 
side of the head, like a tail pointing towards the Sun, and has occa¬ 
sionally been termed the Comet’s beard. But the tail proper, 
frequently of immense extension, and always of almost inconceivably 
light density, invariably points away from the Sun; so that it even 
travels, in a sense, in front of the Comet after the perihelion passage has 
taken place and the Comet has begun to recede from the Sun again. 

All this very clearly indicates, as nearly all astronomers have long 
allowed, that some great Repulsive Force emanates from the Sun, 
which drives away, with enormous speed, in the opposite direction, 
any matter ejected towards the Sun from the Comet’s nucleus, 
after it has risen to a certain elevation : while the same force, if 
such matter is ejected in any other direction from the nucleus, sooner 
or later turns it all, in like manner, backwards into the tail. 

When a tail is nearly, or altogether, absent in a Comet, the cause 
may be ^ the smallness of the Comet, or in the nature of its con¬ 
stituent matter, or in the want of a nearer approach to the Sun. 
In any case the hypothesis of the powerful Solar repulsive action, 
to which I have referred, is supported by the fact that the Comets 
which approach the Sun most closely are those which in geners^l 
develop the longest and grandest tails. They also often do so with 
extraordinary rapidity. In the tail of one such Comet, that of 1680, 
it was calculated that matter traversed the whole length, a. hundred 
millions of miles, in from two to four days. Another tail, that of 
the Comet of 1843 (which made the nearest approach to the Sun 
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yet obseived), rushed out, in less than three weeks, to a length of 
200 millions of miles. * 

By the tail of an Comet it should, however, be noticed that a com¬ 
plex formation is often meant. The tail may be multiform. Or, 
in other words, there may, at the same time, be more than one tail. 
A little consideration will show that this may be due to particles 
of matter being ejected from the head of such diffenng qualities, or 
in such differing physical conditions, as would cause the Solar repul¬ 
sion to be much more energetic in its action upon some of them than 
upon others. Those moat affected would be driven back most 
rapidly. Slight differences in the speeds so produced would simply 
cause a tail to l^roaden out in its further parts; because some of 
the particles, as they receded, would be left rather more behind • 
than others in comparison with the direction of a line at any time 
joining the Comet and the Sun. It would also result that the tail 
would be somewhat curved in a direction opposite to that of the 
Comet’s onward motion. Both these effects were beautifulljr ex¬ 
hibited in the main tail of Donati’s Comet in 1858, and in that of 
the great Comet of 1882. But any very decided difference in the 
repulsive action on some (ff the particles might cause an altogether 
separate tail to be formed by them. And, if the repulsive effect 
were very intense indeed, an additional and "v^ery narrow tail might 
be driven back with such violence as hardly to be broadened or 
curved at all. Two such were seen in Donati’s Comet. On the 
other hand, a much smaller repulsive effect may sometimes produce 
an extra tail, or tails, of a broader and shorter form, and also 
much more curved than the principal tail. But it should be noticed 
that sometimes additional tails may be due, to some extent, to an 
original difference of direction in some violently eruptive jet from 
which they*have taken their origin. 

All such phenomena of envelopes surrounding the nucleus, or of 
various forms and kinds of tails, call for explanation; as also the 
remarkable manner in which the Coma of the head sometimes 
diminishes in size as a Comet approaches the Sun, or enlarges as it 
recedes. It must no doubt be granted that the best attempts to 
explain such phenomena have not in general been very successful; 
but it is decidedly satisfactory that the most recent developments 
in physical,science enable us very definitely to put on one side 
many theories of the past. We need no longer, for instance, consider 
whether Sunlight, refracted through the head, as through a lens, 
could produce the effect of the tail, by illuminating, as in a long 
ray, behind the Comet, dust-like particles supposed to be distributed 
throughout all the space through which it is passing; or whether (as I 
believe Newton thought) the tail might be a track of some of the 
more volatile portions of the Comet, carried up by a current, in the outer 
ethereal atmosphere of the Sun, caused by the Coroetary particles, 
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when raised* to a very high temperature, communicating to that 
ethereal matter some of their ownTieat. 

At the present time it may be granted that the' all-important and 
effective action is some repulsive force due to the Sun; intermingled, 
however, with the gravitating attraction both of the Sun and of 
the Comet itself, and with violent eruptive projection, of matter from 
the Comet’s nucleus. The ■ chief question, therefore, for decision 
is : How does this repulsion arise ? To what is the great intensity 
of its action due ? 

Tile reply to this question is found in the general acceptance 
now accorded to Clerk Maxwiell’s electro-magnetic theory of Light, 
supplemented by the thermo-dynamical and mathematical investiga- 
- tions of Bertoli, Larmor and other scientists; according to which 
the mechanical pressure ^ caused by the radiation of the Sun’s Light, 
or by other similar radiation of longer or.sliorter wave-lengths than 
those of its visible light, is sufficient to produce the observed cometary 
phenomena. To which it may be added, that it can be shown that 
the Solar Light-Radiation would very probably meet with constituent 
particles in a Comet of such differing qualities, as would cause it to 
exercise such repulsions upon them as would produce just those 
velocities in them which, Professor Bredikhine, of Moscow, proved, 
more than twenty-five years ago, would generate the three forms and 
curvatures most usually found in Comets’ tails. 

That the pressure in question, due to the Sun’s radiation, can 
produce the observed intensity of repulsion, depends u{>on the fact 
that, although in itself very slight, it acts according to the area of 
the surface of any particle upon which it presses; while the weight 
of any particle, or, in other words, the action of the Sun’s gravity 
upon it, depends upon the volume of tlie particle. Surface varies 
as the square, and volume as the cube of linear dimensions. If, then, 
the side oi a cubical particle, upon one face of which Light is directly 
shining, be only half as long as tliat of another such j)article, the pressure 
of the Light upon the former will be one-fourth c)f what it is upon 
the other: but the weight of the smaller will be one-eighth of that 
of the larger particle ({ being the square, and ^ the cube, of {,). 
Consequ^itly the pressure will be proportionally twice as great, in 
comparison with the weight, in the case of the smaller particle. By 
supposing particles smaller and smaller, it is evideut that the 
pressure may at last equal, and then surpass, the weight. It is 
therefore only necessary for a particle of any kind of matter to be 
sufficiently small, in.order that the pressure of 'the Hun’s Light- 
Radiation may exceed that of the Hun’s gravitating attraction 

’ The magnitude o£ this pressure, first theoretically calculated by Maxwell in 1873, 
has recently been tested experimentally by certain most refined methods, quite inde¬ 
pendently by Lebedew, and by Nichols and Hull. The values thus obtained from 
•xperiment and from theory are in remarkably satisfactory agreement. 
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lipon* it; in otlier words, for it to be repeUed instead of being 
attracted. 

It should further be mentioned*that if a partible of a cubical 
shape were so small that the light-pressure*on one face just equalled 
the gravitating attraction of the Sun upon it, a spherical particle of 
the same material might haVe a diameter about half as large again 
as the side of the cube, and the light-pressure would still balance 
the effect of the Sun’s gravity mpon it. The nearer any such small 
particles might be to the Sun the m5re violent the repulsive effect 
Would necessarily be. But both the repulsion and the Sun’s gravitating 
attraction would always vary inversely as the square of the distance 
from the Sun, and consequently always bear the same ratio to one 
another wherever a given particle might be. If the light-pressure 
had the mastery at any given distance from the Sun, it would have an 
exactly proportionate mastery, and consequent repelling effect, at any 
other distance. A particle once repelle.d would therefore continue to be 
driven further and furthc away, with a speed which, it may be shown. 
Would continually increase until it approached a certain limiting 
value at a great distance. 

This repulsive action will i)roducc very great speeds. If a par¬ 
ticle were only so small that the pressure upon it at the Sun’s 
surface should be just double as great as its weight, it can be calculated 
that it would attain a velocity of 270 miles per second, by the time that 
it had been driven away to a distance equal to the Sun’s radius (/.c. 
tf> about f:i0,0(X) miles); and that it Would be driven to double that 
distance in less than an hour. 

By comparing the directions of the tails of various Comets with 
the onward speed of the head in its orbit, Bredikhino and others have 
computed that the repulsive Solar action upon different kinds, or con¬ 
ditions, of matter in the tails must in general be between one and 
a half, and eighteen and a half, times the Sun’s attraction. In ajiy case, 
however, the effect of the repulsive action will not only depend, as 
already explained, upon the size of a given particle (it being greater, 
as I have shown, as the particle’s diameter is diminished), but also 
upon its density. That is to say, it will not overcome the Weight of a 
particle of a heavier material unh'ss the particle be still smaller than 
it Would have to be if it were of a lighter material. And in all these 
statements it must furthw be 8U]iposod that solid or liquid particles 
are under consideration, for which it may also be proved that the 
effect is increased tlic more fully they rcllcct the Jdght which falls 
upon them. In the case of gases the action is less fully known, and 
is supposed to be connected with a certain amount of what is termed 
selective light-absorption taking place in them. 

It shoukl also be mentioned that the repulsive action will again 
diminish if the smallness of the particles be reduced beyond a certain 
limit; because they then begin to produce certain effects termed 
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difEractive in the Light which falls upon them. The maximum attain* 
able repulsion derived from the. Sun’s radiation is calculated to be 
about twenty times its gravitating attraction. But this degree of 
repulsion, acting while the head is moving onwards in its orbit, 
Would be quite sufficient to produce the straightest and most rapidly 
generated (in other words, the most fiercely repelled) tail ever 
observed. 

It may next be asked : Would such particles of matter have to be 
almost inconccivcMy small for the Sun’s radiation to exercise a 
sufficiently powerful repulsion upon them ? No ! In the case of 
hydro-carbons, such as the spectroscope shows to be generally abundant 
in Comets, the particles would be of such density that they would only 
need to have diameters varying from about ‘ oo i rfi'irfriT 
of an inch. But particles smaller than these are certainly involved 
in some organisms revealed by the microscope ; and much smaller 
ones can be proved by optical tests to exist in li(iuid films. It may, 
therefore, bo confidently stated that in the radiations of the Sun’s 
Light (as well as in its longer heat wavcvs) there is an efficient cause 
for the violent repulsion of matter from the heads of Comets to form 
the vast extension of their tails. 

But this may not be all. Other subsidiary causes may help, 
especially connected with some of the rays of shorter wave-length, 
beyond the Violet end of the visible spectrum. These are now 
known to be able to send forth with great velocities the newly dis¬ 
covered electrons or, as they are often termed, ions (or travellers) 
charged with, and perhaps even consisting of, negative electricity, 
whose mass is 1,000 times as small as that of the lightest atom 
known, viz. that of Hydrogen. I'hese are probably ejected in 
constant streams from the surface of the Sun, as they are in the 
so-called Cathode rays which can be experimented upon by electrical 
discharges in exhausted tubes. They may form centres of aggregation 
for gaseous or vaporous atoms, or for very minute particles of cosmic 
dust, similarly to the way in which the watery vapour which forms 
an ordinary cloud is condensed upon multitudes of fine particles 
of matter. On reaching a Comet these ions, and atoms, may help to 
form its tail; or, if they meet with any other negatively electrified 
particl<!B, they would help to drive them into the tail, because two 
negatively charged bodies always repel one another. 

It is supposed that if such negative electrons, or ions, coming from 
the Sun, serve as centres of condensation, they may also, by entering 
the Comet’s head in increasing abundance as it approaches the Sun, 
help BO much the more rapidly to condense the vapours rising from 
the nucleus, as to cause the Coma occasionally to contract (which it 
sometimes does), instead of expanding, as might upon first thoughts 
seem more probable, under the influence of the greater heat received. 
Possibly also upon entering the head, or Coma, they may meet 



1906 


SALLEYS OTBEB COMETS 


396 


with largeJ obstructive particles, and in colliding cause electric dis¬ 
charges, the action of which is indicated by the frequent brightness 
of the hydro-carbon spectrum of the head. • • 

A further cause of tail-development may once more be found in 
the extra amount of heat which is received by that side of any 
particle in the Cfojmet which is turned towards the Sun, From this a 
special emission of gases may^take place* on that side, the reaction 
due to which would drive the particles back by an effect similar to 
that by which a rocket is propelled. Some other kinds of gaseous 
repulsion may also act; while it is further possible that the ions from 
the Sun may exert an appreciable battering effect in the direction of 
their own movement, because of their numbers and their great 
speed. Nevertheless, after all, it is to the pressure of the Sun’s Light- 
Radiation that, as previously explained, by far the most important 
part of the work done in fornjing a Comet’s tail must be attributed. 

As to the illumination of the tail l^^sa is known. The polariscojjo 
proves much of it to be reflected Sunlight; Imt all the action of the 
electrons and ions, and of such electric discharges as may take place 
and cause strong illumination in rarefied gases, together with the 
penetration of ultra-vioh;t radiations, or of such as are generated 
by Uranium and Radium and their congeners, may well produce 
such fluorescence and luminescence, of various qualities, as shines 
forth in the beauty of the tail. 

It has, I believe, been suggested, especially by the Swedish physicist 
Arrhenius, that electrons and ions may be ejected in unusual abun¬ 
dance where the Sun’s surface is strongly disturbed in the region of 
its well-known Spot-zones. The intensity of the process would in 
that case experience a notable increase in years of Sun-spot maxima. 
If so, there ^niay be some reason for a supposition which has 
been put forward, but at present, I think, on a very slight 
foundation, that Comets have been rather more easily detected 
when Sun-spots have been numerous. Mr. Maunder ha.s, however, 
recently published much more weighty reasons for believing that 
great rays of electro-magnetic influence, projected from special 
localities on the Sun, may sweep repeatedly across the Earth when 
any such part of the Solar surface is brought round from time to time 
by the Sun’s rotation on it« axis. 

It may, therefore, bo well to keep careful watch in case any decided 
and unexpected brightening of the light of a Comet may at any time 
be noticed (as in some instances has certainly been recorded), either 
when the brilliancy of one of short period varies in its successive 
visits, or at different times during any given appearance. It would 
be of the greatest possible interest if any such variations of brightness 
should be found to synchronise with any special indications of mag¬ 
netic emanations from the Sun; either connected with the abundance 
of its spots, or prominences; or due to such special discharges as 
. VoL. LX—No. 355 J) D 
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Mr. Maunder has indicated, from certain localised portions of ite 
siirface. If, moreover, a somewhat similar supposition be confirm^; 
viz.—that the pressure of the Sun’s Light-Radiation, as well as the 
discharge of negatively electrified ions from its surface, is efficient iVi the 
formation of the vastly extended rays of its Corona; or even in the 
extension of the matter of the Zodiacal Light to,about a hundred 
millions of miles from its surface;—this will all more and more confirm 
the probability of the explanation, which I have endeavoured to 
elucidate in this article, of the extraordinarily vigorous repulsion 
and rapid formation of the tails of Comets. 

Very much more, howcAnn, still remains to be discovered. It is 
to be hoped that some great Comet may soon appear'thoroughly well 
situated for observation. But, in any case, we may look forward 
with much expectation to the return of Halley’s in less than four 
years’ time. 

Meanwhile smaller Comets may supply useful information. 
They tell us, at any rate, that tail-j)hpnoniena may depend, not 
oiily on what occurs in the (hornet itself, but also upon its meeting 
with currents of other matter which it would seem must be drifting, 
or circulating, in the Solar System, or possibly in all space. Such 
drifting matter may be in the form of Nebulosities of excessively 
small density and wide extent, such as frou) time to time may produce 
the wonderful brilliancy of a so-called New, or Temporary, Star, if it 
meet with and pass through one of them. 

Occasionally such sudden disru])tivo effects <tccur in the tail of 
a Comet, far away from its head (the most notable instance having 
been in the Comet of Brooks, on the 21st of October, 1S9*3), as suggest 
that the delicate matter in the tail must have been torn asunder by its 
passage through some stream of nebulous, c>r other Cosmic, matter. 

Comets themselves may indeed be but denser aggregations of 
such nfatter, dating from an epoch anterior to that of the develop¬ 
ment of the Sun and its Planets as a separate system. Their 
movements and orbits indicate that they are gradually drawn by the 
Sun, it may be only temporarily, but in many cases permanently, 
within the confines of our system. The Sun, however, in its onward 
progress through space, attended by the Planets, does not encounter 
most Comets on the side of its advance, as it would if they 
were themselves moving equally in all directions ir? si)acc. The 
elements of their movements, on the contrary, indicate that, although 
they may come to us from b(;yond what are generally considered to 
be the boundaries pf our system, they are mostly'drifting along with 
it. They are therefore possibly the remains of a condition of things 
which originally gave that drift both to them and to the matter out 
of which our own system was subsequently formed. 

This is an indication which once more increases the fascination of 
their study. But that fascination, felt for centuries past, has been 
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lately immensely enhanced, because their phenomena are at last being 
more and more successfully explained. • This is due, as I have shown, 
to those recent researches into the ultimate ^onstitutfon of matter 
and electricity, which are carrying us far behind the minute 
chemical atoms long supposed to form the boundary of our studies; 
so that we can now inve’stigate the complex action of constituent 
electrons, or corpuscles as some name them, of far iifore extreme 
minuteness, vibrating and circling withig the confines of each atom. 
We may almost hope that we are on the verge of some great 
generalisation which may explain the very nature of gravitation itself, 
or of those other mighty energies which, by j;he aid of the most minute 
conceivable entitites, are now found to bridge over the vastest of 
distances, and to link us with the furthest realms of space and the 
remotest Stars and Nebulas. It is because of the special relation of 
the phenomena of Comets to all this New Knowledge ; it is because we 
see within their huge coniines tlie effects of transcendent energy upon 
matter in the most minute state of division ; it is because we find in 
them indications of the joint action of Light-Pressure, Electric-ity, anfl 
Radiations of every kind, that they afford to the pliysie.ist one of 
the most encouraging fields in which to test his newest and «leppest 
theories and discoveries. They ‘ teach as well as shine.’ 

K. LKnoEK. 
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THE TRAINING OF AN ENGLISH 
GENTLEMAN IN THE PUBLIC SCHOOLS^ 


The first part of my duty, and the pleasantest, is to offer you, sir, my 
sincere thanlcs for your kindness in suggesting that I should give a 
lecture before this large audience, and, still more, in consenting to 
preside at it. For the title of the lecture the responsibility must rest 
noon yourself, or upon my old friend Mr. Inagaki, who introduced me 
to you. But to me it can be only a high privilege, if by any words of 
mine upon English education—a subject, as you have said, not un¬ 
familiar to me—I can help, in however small a degree, to strengthen 
the sympathy between your country and my own. For there is an 
entente cordiale in arts as well as in arms; and it may be that the 
community of intellectual and moral ideals, if it can be realised, will 
prove in the end not the least potent factor of a lasting international 
alliance. 

I do not know, indeed, that we in England are apt to dwell so 
much upon the ambition of becoming gentlemen as others may be 
who look at the English educational system from outside. The true 
gentleman is one who speaks and thinks as little as possible about 
gentility. The character of a gentleman is silently formed; it is the 
product of many subtle and almost secret influences; and never, 
perhaps, is it so perfect as when it is unconscious. Yet Tennyson, th* 
poet who is the typical exponent of so much that is truest and highest 
in modern English thought, says of the friend whom his love has 
immortalised that 

^ he bore without abuse 

The grand old name of gentleman; 

and what that friend was, all English youths, more' or leas, aspire 
to be. 

You tell me, sir, that there is something in an English gentleman 
which has touched'the imagination of Japan. If I am not wrong, the 

' An address delivered in Tokio on the 12th of April, 1906, nt the instance of the 
Minister of Education in Japan, Mr. Makino, who himself took the chair. It ought 
perhaps to be said that, as the address was not read from manuscript, it is here 
not verbally but substantially reproduced; and I have inserted in it two or three 
passages which were omitted, in order to save time, in the delivery. 
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Japanese students some time ago formed a society in the University 
of Cambridge, for the sole purpose of studying the character of an 
English gentleman. It does not perhaps altogctHer lend itself to 
imitation, except upon English soil and in the circumstances of 
English life. But you rightly hold that, such as it is, it is largely 
moulded by the public schools and the universities, and^ you wish me 
to speak chiefly of them. They.are noble Institutions, but they are 
not perfect. If it were necessary to criticise them in a single sentence 
I should say that they have generally proved more successful in the 
discipline of the character than in the cultivation of the intellect. 
But it remains J-ruo that the British Empire in its magnitude and 
importance is, and ‘has long been, a commanding fact in human 
history; that, with many faults and not a few stains, it has yet been 
singularly successful in producing administrators of high character 
and capacity; and that most of them, or many, have traced the 
secret of their lives to tli<‘ lessons which they learnt, or perhaps more 
truly to the spirit which they acquired, when they were still youqg, 
in the schools and colleges of Great Britain. A famous English 
statesman, Mr. Canning, once used these words : ‘ Foreigners often 
ask by what means an uninterrupted succession of men, qualified more 
or less eminently for the performance of parliamentary and official 
duties, is secured. First, I answer (with the prejudices perhaps of 
Eton and Oxford) that we owe it to our system of public schools and 
universities. From these institutions is derived (in the language of 
the prayer of our collegiate churches) “ a due supply of men fitted to 
serve their country in Church and State,” It is in her public schools 
and universities that the youth of England are, by a discipline which 
shallow judgments have sometimes attempted to undervalue, prepared 
for the duties cj public life.’ 

It is not possible for me, within the limits of a single lecture, to 
examine in mtich detail the English ty[)e or types of scholastic and 
academical education. Neither the universities nor the public schools 
are all of one kind. Some universities are ancient, others are modern. 
In the former the students reside, for a shorter or longer portion of the 
year, away from their homes in small societies which are called colleges, 
or, if not in colleges, still under the special care of authorities belonging 
to the university. In the‘latter they generally live at home; the 
university is aMocal institution, and its office is not so much social 
or moral or spiritual as purely intellectual. But, even where uni¬ 
versities are national and students come to them from all parts of the 
United Kingdom, and, indeed, of the Empire, they may be widely 
different, as Oxford and Cambridge differ from the Scotch universities. 
I may pretty safely assume, however, that when the training of 
an English gentleman is in question, it is the universities of Oxford 
and Cambridge which are recognised as exercising a paramount 
influence among universities upon the national character; and it 
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happens that these are the universities which are best known 
to me. 

Similarly the public schools may be divided into several classes, 
but chiefly into two. These are day schools, where the boys live at 
home with their parents, and spend only certain hours, but no more, 
a day under the immediate control of their masters. But the best- 
known schools are boarding schools : in these the boys live away from 
their homes for the greater part of the year, congregated in houses, as 
undergraduates are in colleges, and guided and governed, in all the 
various aspects of their lives, by masters who do for them what would 
in natural or normal circuoistances be done by their parents. I'here 
are also schools in which the boys are partly boarders and ])artly day 
boys. One who has been concerned, as I have been, with schools 
of difierent kinds will not be disposed to argue that all the advantage 
lies with any one kind. But it is the boarding schools which arc the 
peculiarly characteristic features of the English educational system. 
They do not, as the day schools do, find a close parallel in the .schools 
ol other European countries. Every such public school, indeed, has an 
individuality of its own. The Government exercises, or has exer¬ 
cised, so slight a control uptm the schools that they luive developed, 
for good or for evil, each ujion its own special lines. The pupils of 
each school arc distinguished by certain broad qualities which unite 
them, despite all differences of rank and age, to one another, and part 
them off from the ])upils of all other schools. An Etonian, a Harrovian, a 
Wykeliamist, a Ilugbeian—each represents a certain type of character. 
My own experience of the great boarding schools has been princi])ally 
drawn from two, but these are perhaps the greatest of them all— 
Eton and Harrow; in one I lived as a boy, in the other as a master; 
and as no other schools have done more, or perhaps sp much, for the 
formation of the character exhibited now for several centuries by the 
statesfrien, administrators, and reformers, the men of action and, 
although in less degree, the men of thought, who have created or 
dignified the Empire, you will forgive me if I derive my remarks, not 
indeed solely, but chiefly, from these two schools. 

Between the universities, indeed, and the public scliools, no com¬ 
parison is possible. The universities enjoy an intellectual distinction 
to'which the schools make no pretence. Oxford and Cambridge 
have been for centuries the homes of famous discoverers, scholars, 
and teachers, whose names are household words wherever learning is 
held in honour throughout the world. But it is not improbable that 
there is nobody in. this room who can recall the name of any English 
schoolmaster, living or dead, unless it be that of Dr. Arncfld, the head¬ 
master of Eugby, whose portrait is drawn in the pages of Tom Brown's 
Schooldays, or possibly that of Mr. Thring, the headmaster of Uppang- 
ham, who had the honour, I think, of educating his Excellency the 
British Ambassador, Sir Claude Macdonald. But upon the che^actei 
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of English gentlemen the influence of the public schools seems to be 
even greater than that of the universities. There are several reasons 
why it should be so. Practically the whole gpverniijg class of English¬ 
men is educated in the public schools. But it is only a fraction of 
public school boys who matriculate at the universities. A boy spends 
four or five years; and th&se the most impressionable years of his life, 
from thirteen to ei*ghteen or nineteen, at his.public school. If he goe.s 
to the university, the years whiclt he spends there are usually not more 
than three. Again, while he passes only half of each year as a resident 
at his university, the other half being vacation, when he may be, and 
generally is, away from college, he passes two-thirds of each year during 
his school life at his public school. Still more important is the fact 
that a boy at school is subject to a personal authority closer and 
stronger than any which he experiences in his university or his college. 

Thus it is, probably, that Englishmen have in general felt a deeper 
affection for their schools than for their universities. I do not forget 
that a go(xl many notable men, like Lord Macaulay, have been warmly 
attached throughout life to their colleges at Oxford or Cambridge. 
Such men have, often, not passed through public schools. But the 
history of the great English j)ublie schools is replete with instances 
of the affectionate and even j)a8sionate feelijig shown by illustrious 
Englishmen ftn the jdaces in which they had speiit the golden days of 
boyhood. Gray’s Ode on a Dtsf,ant Proftperl of Elan College ; Byron’s 
Litws Written BeneatJi, an Elm in tJie Chnreliyard at Harrow, are known 
to all students of English literature. But will you let me cite what 
has always seeme,(l to nu', the most beautiful <‘xample of patriotic 
devotion to a school ? The Mar(piis Wellesley, the. elder brother of the 
great Duke of Wellington, received his education at Eton. He became 
there almtxst the ideal of a scholar and a gentleman. After a life of 
noble service td the State in various offices, he attained that supreme 
position in the British Emjure, the Governor-Generalship of* India. 
But he never forgot his old school. From the banks of the Ganges 
he would correspond, u])on points of classical learning, with his tutor 
at Eton, To serve Eton was the ambition—the insjuration—of his 
life. He prayed to be buried at Eton ; and there, in the college chapel, 
he lies now at rest, and upon his monumeiit are graven the exquisite 
Latin verses which he wrote for his own epitaph in the desire of ex¬ 
pressing his sense of indebtedness to the school which had wrought 
its spell upon his life. 

If, then, in this lecture I seem to dwell more upon the jmblic 
schools than upon 4-he universities, as formative infhiejices in the 
character of an English gentleman, the reason is not only that 1 know 
them betlier and have spent a longer time in them ; it is that I believe 
thepi to have played a larger historical part in making English gentle¬ 
men to be such as they are. But as touching the formation of 
(jh^racter there is no broad difference between the universities and the. 
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public schoolls; they aim at the same end, and they seek to attain it 
by much the same means; they are largely interdependent; and the 
youth who passes irom school to college, although he enters upop a 
liberty which has hitherto been strange to him, is conscious of no 
such moral shock as would necessarily occur if his new life were 
wholly alien from the old. 

It is true, alike of a university and of a public school, that he who 
is admitted to one or the other,,becomes at once a member of a society. 
Jfe does not stand alone. lie occupies a position in which his actions 
affect others, and the actions of others affect him. He becomes 
participant, as others are, pot only in the credit, but, if need be, in 
the misfortune or disgrace of the body to which he ajid they belong. 
So, too, his own conduct in turn affects that body. If ho does well, 
his good deeds reflect honour upon his university or his school. But 
if he conlmits any flagrant violation of the moral law upon which the 
society depends, then his punishment is to be struck off the roll of 
membership, to be degraded or expelled, and to go out into the world 
as one who has proved himself unworthy of incorporation in a com¬ 
munity of honourable gentlemen. There is a well-known story that 
Dr. Arnold, on an occasion when some gross evil had displayed itself 
at Rugby, and he had been compelled to send away several boys, 
exclaimed in the presence of all the school: ‘ It is not necessary that 
this should be a school of three hundred, or one hundred, or of fifty 
boys ; but it is necessary that it should be a school of Christian gentle¬ 
men.’ By my own experience I know how keenly boys, and their 
parents too, feel the pain of their enforced removal from the society 
of a public school. Yes, and I know, too, what pains they will some¬ 
times take in after life to regain the honourable position from which 
they have fallen in the eyes of the school. 

As regards the training of an English gentleman, you will not, I 
think, feel surprise if I put as the first lesson to be learnt at a public 
school—obedience. The pliilosopher Aristotle remarked long ago that 
no one can be qualified to command but he who has already been 
taught to obey. To be equally capable of exercising authority and of 
submitting to it was the ancient Greek educational ideal. A good 
schoolmaster, like a wise parent, expects absolute, unhesitating 
obJ»dience from the child. He issues his grders; he does not, and in 
the nature of the case he cannot, explain his reasons. If he argues 
with his pupils, he is lost. I am not sure that this principle of action 
is good for the master. But beyond doubt it is good for the pupil. 
It inculcates that, sovereign consciousness of duty which elevates 
public life. ‘ England expects ’—or, as the better original word was, 
‘ confides ’—‘ that every man will do his duty,’ was, a^ ybu know, 
Nelson’s signal at Trafalgar. The English boy learns at school, the 
English undergraduate learils at college, that, when once the path 
of duty is seep to fee plain, he ipugt phoose it unquestionably and 
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unhesitatiiigly, he must never shirk it, must never depart from it, but, 
at all costs, must follow it to the end? I do not say this lesson is not 
equally well taught elsewhere than in the public schOols of England. 
It is a principle magnificently illustrated in the recent history of your 
own nation. I say only that English gentlemen learn it, and learn 
it in the universities, and still more in the public schools. 

• 

Theirs nol to make reply, 

Theirs not to reason why, 

Theirs but to do and die ; 

Into the valley of Death 
Bode the Six lluudrod. 

t 

The first element in all noble character, and therefore in the character 
of an English gentleman, is obedience. 

When a boy goes to schopl in England, he comes under the influ¬ 
ence of his masters and aTso of his schoolfellows. It is this double 
influence which shapes his character. Nor is the same double influ¬ 
ence wanting in the university ; but there it is somewhat less powei^ul. 

As a rule, it is characteristic of English education that, while a 
boy or a youth in his intellectual training passes freely from one 
teacher to another, from one lecturer to another, there iS one person 
who is charged with his moral training throughout the whole period 
of his life at school or at college. That person is often, but not always, 
called a tutor. It is his business to study his pupil’s idiosyncrasy, 
to watch and to guide him, to draw out what is best in him, and, if 
need be, to protect him against misunderstanding and punishment. 
The tutor in a public school enjoys a unique responsibility. He 
stands in relation to a boy’s whole composite nature—to his body and 
mind and spirit. He looks after his physical, intellectual, moral, 
and spiritual welfare. He is to him, or is supposed to be, all that a 
parent, when the boy is at home, may be and ought to be. *No pro¬ 
fession, perhaps, makes a larger demand uj)on tact or insight or 
sympathy; for there is no profession in which a good and virtuous 
man may do so much harm, by mere faults of judgment, as the educa¬ 
tional. 

The schoolmaster begins, as I have said, by exacting obedience. 
But he will never be a first-rate schoolmaster if he stops there. Not 
authority alone, but sympathy, is the secret of his success. He must 
study individual character. He must not treat all natures alike. 
He must know when to draw in the reins of discipline, and when to 
relax them. He must aim at winning not only the obedience but the 
loyalty of his pupils. And the great agent in the creation of a loyal 
temper is trust. To read boys’ letters, to listen to their conversation, 
to practise what is called espionage upon their movements would in 
English eyes be an unpardonable offence. I have heard of a school¬ 
master who was suspected—wrongly, I hope and believe—of trying to 
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watch his pupils at play through a telescope, but it was long before 
they forgave him. There is a* curious unwritten code of honour 
determining the-proper relation of masters and boys in the public 
schools. For example, a master must not question one boy Stbout 
others, nor must he question a boy about himself, or, if he asks a boy 
whether he has done a thing or not, he must not punish him for doing 
it; he must not (unless in certain extreme instances) use the evidence 
of servants against boys; for,all such behaviour would undermine 
confidence. He must be just; boys wiU pardon rudeness and harsh¬ 
ness, but never injustice; a master may be a ‘ beast,’ as was said of 
one of the most famous of Epglish schoolmasters, and if he is ‘a just 
beast ’ he will be honoured and admired; but Ipt Kim once make 
favourites, let him treat one boy with greater partiality than others, 
and he will never win—he will never deserve to win—respect. Above 
all, he must accept a boy's word. If a boy says that a thing is so, it 
is so ; the master unhesitatingly believes him. It is better, far better, 
that a boy, who is base enough to toll a lie, should now and then 
esca'pe punishment than that there should be an atmosphere of dis¬ 
trust between master and boys. The public ojnriion of a school 
emphatically condemns the boy who tells a lie. It responds at once 
to a master's generous trust in a boy’s word. Dean Stanley, the 
biographer of Dr. Arnold, relates how he would stop boys from trying 
to prove the truth of their words, telling them, ‘ If you say so, that is 
quite enough —of coursel believe your word ;’ and he adds, ‘There 
grew up in consequence a general feeling that “ it was a shame to tell 
Arnold a lie—he always believes one.” ’ 

It is impossible to overrate the moral value of the assumption, 
freely and not unreasonably made in the public schools, that an 
English gentleman will never tell a lie. If ‘ the word of an Englislx- 
man ’ possesses, as I think it does (and long may it possess !), a signal 
value alh the world over, if it is readily trusted, just because the 
speaker is an Englishman, by the various races of mankind within 
and beyond the limits of the British Empire, the honour attaching 
to that word is in some sease the product of the education which 
Englishmen receive in their public schools and universities. 

I liave said that a master must be just. Justice is the quality 
most'highly admiretl by boys in masters. English boys are strangely 
indignant at any real or supposed injustice which is done to them. 
But when they are justly treated, then, if they do wrong and are 
found out by legitimate means in doing it, they not only consent but 
expect to be puni8ly}d. It is probably known to you that in the 
public schools the punishment is sometimes corporal. I do not 
defend such punishment; neither do I deprecate it. It is a reocig- 
nised part of English education. To English thought the humiliation 
seems to lie not in the puni^ment, but in the wrong-doing which 
deserves it. Perhaps one who ha.^ inflicted this kind of punishznent 
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as often as I have is not altogether an unprejudiced judge of it. But 
about corporal punishment in England, two curious facts lie beyond 
dispute. One is that, while the working olass and "the lower middle 
class dislike and resent it, and will not in general allow their children 
to undergo it, the aristocracy tolerate it without complaint. The 
time is coming, ,one might assert paradoxically, when it will be im¬ 
possible to flog anybody but the sou of a peer. And the oilier fact 
is that public school boys have often felt a special affection for the 
masters who have punished them most. In Westminster Abbey 
stand side by side the tombs of a master and his pupil. The master 
was Dr. Busby, who was headmaster of Westminster School for so 
long a time as* fifl^-eight years. Nobody ever flogged so many boys 
as he. The pupil was the theologian, Dr. Houth. It is told—I am 
not sure the story is true—tliat, when South came as a small boy 
to Westminster, Busby gree.ted him with the ominous words : ‘ I see 
great talents in that sulky little boy, and my rod shall bring them 
out.’ If so, he was no doubt as good as his word. But when South 
lay upon his deathbed, it was his last prayer to be buried at his 
old master’s feet; and the master and the puiiil now rest side by 
side. 

I have been trying to show you how an English educator seeks 
to affect the lives and the characters of his pupils. He may make 
many mistakes. But in intention he aims at the two noblest ends 
which can be anywhere or at any time proposed to human effort— 
the encouragement of virtue, and the diffusion of knowledge. His 
influence is largely personal. It is what he is, rather than what he 
teaches, that tells upon the young. Such as he is, they naturally 
tend to be. But the object of his whole teacliing and his whole 
example, whether at school or in the university, is to make them 
feel that they are members of a great society, and that a society con¬ 
stituted upon an indissoluldc moral basis; in a word, it is tb impress 
upon them the dignity of learning, but the yet higher dignity of 
character. 

But it is probable that, in the h)rmation of character, a boy’s 
schoolfellows e.vcrcise a stronger influence than any teachers; for 
they create the public o])inion which is, as it were, the atmosphere 
of his life, and public opinion is the greatest force in the world of 
school. The. rules which boys make for each other, even in matters 
so unimportant as dress, are often more stringent than any rules 
which masters make for them. One of the greatest difficulties in 
the education of the young is to incul(;ate an qriginality which will 
not be afraid to depart from the conventional standard of right and 
wrong. Originality is not always good, nor is convention necessarily 
bad ; but without originality there can be no progress. 

Public opinion, as it exists among the youth of England in 
schools and colleges, is not, indeed, free from curious eccentricities 
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or limitations; but upon the whole it is sound, and it is strong. At 
all events, it sustains the ideal Uf which English gentlemen aspire. 

If an English schoolboy could be asked what is the moral quality 
which he appreciates most highly, whether in masters or boys, he 
would probably answer that while in masters it is justice (as I have 
already suggested), in boys it is courage, English boys admire one 
who is brave. But it is physical courage which chiefly evokes their 
admiration. They hold that young Englishman should do his 
duty gallantly, however unwelcome it may be, should bear pain 
unflinchingly, should volunteer for difficult and dangerous service, 
and should face the hardships of life with a smile. They are im¬ 
patient, nay, contemptuous of the signs of emotion, especially of 
tears. They honour ‘pluck,’ as it is called. Such a story as that 
Nelson in his boyhood said, ‘ What is fear ? I never saw fear,’ 
inspires their enthusiasm. They hate cowardice— i.e. physical 
cowardice. I wish it were possible to say that they equally hate 
what Milton calls ‘ the cowardice of doing wrong.’ 

Then there is among English boys, and not less among young 
Englishmen generally, a bindii^ sense of honour. ‘ Honour ’ is a 
word which comes home to English hearts. Sometimes when I have 
been upon my travels I have inquired if the Oriental languages pos¬ 
sessed an equivalent word for ‘ honour.’ Your own word Biishido 
comes nearest to it. It would not become me, as a stranger in Japan, 
to examine the precise moral significance of a word so delicate as 
Bushido. But the English ‘ honour ’ implies, among other things, 
that a person must speak the truth, that he must not take advantage 
of his neighbour's ignorance or weakness, that he must think less of 
himself than of Ids cause, and that he must avoid, as if it were a 
stain upon his shield, whatever is or tends to be mean,, low, shabby, 
or ungentlemanly. In nothing perhaps is the character of a gentle¬ 
man mofe strikingly seen than in his sensitive shrinking from a breach 
of trust. You will not mind my referring again to the illustrious 
name of Nelson. When he was a boy his father sent him on horse¬ 
back to school at some distance from his home, telling him and his 
brother, as there was deep snow upon the ground, that he would 
leave it to their honour to go on or come back. The road was diffi- 
cult%nd dangerous, but Nelson refused to turn back. ‘ We must go 
on,’ he said. ‘ Remember, brother, it was left to our honour.’ 

A man’s sense of honour, the consciousness of his obligation to do 
all and more than all that can be rightly expected of liim, is a con¬ 
spicuous feature in noble English character. It is the distinguishing 
mark of a gentleman. To violate it is, in common parlance, ‘ bad form.’ 

You will not think I claim this feature for my countrymen alone. 
It may be as prominent in Japan as in Great Britain. All I say is, 
that without the absolute personal trustworthiness, without the 
chivalrous code of honour which raises acts of grace or courtesy into 
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duties, no people nor any individual can attain the supreme beauty 
and dignity of the moral life. • 

The universities and the public schools render •yet another service 
to the nation by fostering a broad sympathetic spirit among difEerent 
classes. They are the most democratic places in the world; they are 
almost wholly free from snobbishness. In them a youth is taken for 
what he is worth in himself, without regard to rank*, or wealth, or 
antecedents. The spirit prevmling ip them is liberal and tolerant. 
Nor is it possible that boys or men, differing in social position or 
political sympathy or religious opinion, should be educated side by 
side in the same school and boarding-hpuse, or in the same college, 
without learniAg spmething of the conciliation, the ‘give and take,’ 
the spirit of compromise, the disposition to look for points of agree¬ 
ment amidst divergences, which are among the best features of English 
public life. For a salutary ^lesson, such as the young need ever to 
learn, as it touches one side of gentlemanly conduct, is how to get 
on, not only with those with whom one agrees, but with those from 
whom one differs; and the universities and public schools, by their 
catholic spirit, emphasise that lesson. 

There is something more. Not tolerance only, but generosity, is 
an attribute of high character. The young are naturally generous. 
They are free from malice and rancour. They take pleasure in each 
other’s successes; even the vanquished can freely congratulate the 
victors. Time was when the public schools were defaced by cruelty, 
as Tom Brown's Schooldays shows. But they are changed, or are 
fast changing. In my thirteen years at Harrow, I was never once 
called upon to deal with a serious case of bullying. Towards physical 
infirmity, if it be nobly borne, boys are sympathetic. They appreciate 
the high temper which bravely fights against difficulties. Weakness, 
especially in womanhood, constitutes an irresistible claim upon their 
help. The age of chivalry is not dead. The appeal to the generous 
instincts of youth never fails. 

It may be that the character of a gentleman is not often seen in 
its perfection. So Thackeray says; but he recognises what it is. 
‘Which of us can point out many sucdi in his circle—men whose 
aims are generous, whose truth is constant, and not only constant in 
its kind, but elevated in its degree; whose want of meanness makes 
them simple > who can look the world honestly in the face, with an 
equal manly sympathy for the great and the small ? ’ 

At all events, to produce the character of a gentleman is the 
ol^ect set before *the universities and public gchools in England. 
Nor can that character wholly fail, where courage, honour, and a 
tolerant and generous spirit are freely preached and not infrequently 
displayed. 

The influence of boys upon other boys is great, as I have said, 
but never is it so great as when the older and higher boys are 
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entrusted with a disciplinary power over their schoolfellows. Sueh 
boys are known as prefects, or praepostors, or monitors. They are 
few in number (periiaps a dozen or twenty at the most in a school 
of six hundred boys), but they are the intellectual and moral elite 
of the school. They enjoy certain privileges, and in return for them 
they are held to be largely responsible for the good order and the good 
conduct of the junior boys. .. They render a service of conspicuous value. 
For where trustfulness is the lajv of school life, there must be wrong 
incidents which a master does not and cannot know, and which it 
is better that he should not know; but the boys know them, and if 
they are disposed and empoy^ered to put them down, their authority 
is more potent than liis. My experience has shown me that, where 
a healthy confidential relation exists between a master and his leading 
boys, he need not fear the prevalence—I do not mean that he can 
feel safe against the occasional existence—of the most dangerous 
moral evils in a school. It is clear, too, that the prefectorial, or 
praepostorial, or monitori.al system (call it by what name one may), 
thrdiigh the delicate relation in which the leading boys stand alike 
to their masters and to their schoolfellows, is peculiarly fitted to 
prepare them for the honourable exercise of the governing function 
in manhood. 

The life of a university or of a public school naturally divides 
itself into two })arts; it comprises the hours of instruction and the 
hours of recreation, or, in other words, lPS.son8 and games. You 
will not, I hope, suspect me of forgetting the superior dignity which 
intrinsically attaches to the cultivation of the mind over any possible 
graces of the body. Upon this superiority it is the educator’s duty 
to dwell in season and out of season. But I am 8})eaking of the 
character of a gentleman ; and when the athletic, games of English 
youth are considered in their reference not to physical energy but to 
moral werth, it would seem that they po.ssPSS an even higher value 
than intellectual studies. For learning, however excellent in itself, 
does not afford much luicessary scope for such virtues as promptitude, 
resource, honour, co-operation, and uiiselfishneas; but these are the 
soul of English games. 

Of the intellectual education given in the universities and public 
schoolh I need perhaps say no more than t^at it is mainly linguistic 
and scientific. To either part of it a proper value bolf)ngs. In the 
study of science—if, indeed, science be taken to mean not only the 
so-called natural sciences, or the investigation of the properties and 
rasources of the physical world, but, as it stricitly should mean, all 
forms of exact observation and reflection—the young mind is taught 
to appreciate the nature of truth, to distinguish fact from theory, and 
to realise—as is, indeed, the primary condition of knowledge—what 
can and what cannot be said to be proved. But the fault of exact 
science as an educational instrument is that it is exact; it largely 
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deals with certainties rather than prohabilitiss, it can establish its 
results beyond dispute. And this is trye of mathematics pre-eminently, 
but in a less degree of all the experimental sciences. But human 
life is not made up of certainties. Such questions as arise in it can 
seldom, if ever, be settled absolutely; they demand the balance of 
opposing considerations, ^nd if the balance upon the whole inclines 
one way, it mightf easily, in the majority of cases, incline the other. 
The reason why language is perhaps the supreme instrument of 
culture, why it disciplines the mind, as nothing else can, for the pur¬ 
poses of life, is that, as being itself a human product, it offers problems 
which are not absolutely determinable, but evoke and exercise the 
same balanced judgment as is needed in tfie daily affairs of life. 

But both elemen'ts, the linguistic and the scientific, find a natural 
place in education ; both tend to the strengthening and quickening 
of the mental faculties; and the best educator is he who makes the 
truest proportionate use of them. And if, apart from the actual 
training of the intellect, he can stamp upon his pupils’ hearts the 
deep convictir)!! that it is the attainment or even the pursuit, atid 
not the reward, of knowledge which is man’s true glory, if he can 
bring home to them the immensity of the triumphs which have been 
won for all mankind by the humble, patient, self-sacrificing labours 
of a number of devoted students, who have loved truth as a pearl 
of great price, and in the search for it have gladly borne neglect, 
reproach, contumely, persecution, and even death, he will send them 
out into the world with a largeness of view and a breadth of sympathy 
which are the attributes, as they arc the guarantees, of noble character. 

But it is here, 1 think, that in the training of an English gentle¬ 
man, whether at school or at college, the games are more important 
than the studies. You will understand that I speak of the games, 
not as physical exercises, but as moral disciplines. At ail events, 
there is in English education nothing on the intellectual sida which 
distinguishes it from the education of other Western countries; but 
on the athletic side there is something that is unique. 

It has often struck me that the English language is a witness of 
the interest and importance attaching to sport or sports in English 
life ; for the language is full of phrases and figures drawn from games. 
I do not know how far foreigners, in learning the English language, 
appreciate them ; but the following will serve as illustrations. 

To ‘ play up,’ to ‘ play the game,’ to ‘ play an upliill game,’ to 
‘ pull together,’ to ‘ play with a straight bat,’ to ‘ follow up,’ to ‘ be 
in at the death,’ ‘ fair play,’ ‘ foul play,’ ‘ a sportsmanlike spirit,’ ‘ the 
game is never lost till it is won ’—these and a score of other expres¬ 
sions which might be quoted are freely taken from the games and 
sports of English life. 

It would ill become me to decide how far the interest in games, 
which is common in England, extends to Japan. Since I have been 
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here, I have watched a game of football, or something like a game of 
football, being played in one of your public parks. And when I was 
in India it occurred to me more than once that the throng of natives 
who woxild look on at a game of cricket, and still more of football, 
in the Maidan at Calcutta, whether the players were Englishmen or 
Indians, held out the hope of a new bond of sympathy between the 
governing class and the governed in the Indian Empire. 

Let me try to indicate some of the lessons which the youth of 
England learn from their games ; for not in the public schools only, 
but in the universities, the games, and especially cricket, football, 
and rowing, excite much interest—more, it is sometimes thought, 
than is suitable to places of education. 

Among these lessons the first is fairness. So essential is it, that 
in public life if a person docs what is not altogether straight or upright, 
he is said ‘ not to play the game.’ For to games a gentlemanly spirit 
is essential. No game can be proi)crly played if the players con¬ 
descend to sharp practice, if they take advantage one of another, 
if'they condescend to underhand tricks, or even if they insist upon the 
letter, as against the spirit, of the I'liles under which the game is 
played. Cheating at cards is said to be the one offence which is never 
pardoned in English society. Ilut in all games unfairness is un¬ 
pardonable. It is destructive of the confidence upon which games 
depend. It is fatal to honourabhi sport. And the absolute fairness 
required of the players in games is equally requisite in the umpires. 
They, too, must be above suspicion. It must not enter into the 
heads of the friendly antagonists who compete for victory in the 
games that an umpire could ever give a decision which is not strictly 
conscientious, or that his decision, when it is given, is open to dispute. 
The implicit obedience to the umpire in games is not the least salutary 
lesson which boys and young men learn by playing them. It pre¬ 
pares them for the obedience which they must yield in after life to the 
umpires who preside over great assemblies, and notably to the Speaker 
of the House of C'ommons. There is some reason, it is said, to fear 
that members of the House of Commons are in danger of forgetting 
the spirit of fair play ; I do not indeed know that it is so ; but I do 
know that as little as cricket or football can the game of politics be 
{>roperly played, if the honourable temper characteristic of it is wanting. 
It is impossible to frame such rules as will prevent persons who are not 
gentlemen from doing ungentlemanly things, lint if public men in 
England should ever need to be taught again what is the true temper 
of conducting affairs both public and private, they may learn it from 
the games as played, where it is customary to play them with the 
smallest alloy of cheating or gambling, in the public schools and 
universities. That temper has lately been called by a distinguished 
athlete, Mr. C. B. Fry, the English Bushido. I do not doubt—nay, 
I know—^that you in Japan appreciate and exemplify it. You have 
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acquired it by other—perhaps better—means than we have. But 
Englishmen, to whom it is as the breath of their nostrils, have to a 
great extent discovered its secret and its valu^ through their games. 

May I not add, ere I leave this part of my subject, that, if there 
is one lesson which the world needs to learn, and for all I know may 
learn fully or partly in the*present century, it is how great the blessing 
would be if civilised nations would come to treat each other with 
the candour, the good faith, tBe genpous confidence with which 
gentlemen treat each other in private life ? 

Again, the games which Englishmen play are schools of nerve. 
It is not perhaps necessary to assure jo^ that ray countrymen, in 
spite of their m£lny acknowledged virtues, which I am not likely to 
deny or to depreciate, are not the most modest race in the world. 
They tell you that ‘ Englishmen never know when they are beaten,’ 
as though no other race had ever stood up against heavy odds. In 
the light of recent events you may surely dispute the palm of valour 
with any nation. Yet games serve a useful purpose in England, as 
training the nerves. Young Englishmen are taught in them not to 
lose head or heart. It has often been a pleasure to me to see how 
boys of seventeen or eighteen years or even younger, who had lived 
lives far away from the glare of publicity, would take their places 
with quiet modesty to represent the school at cricket before a crowd 
numbering fifteen or twenty thousand people, and would then go back, 
as if it were the most natural thing in the world, to their old simple 
obscure routine of scholastic duties. The spirit which ‘ plays an uphill 
game ’ to the last, and sometimes ‘ pulls the match out of the fire,’ 
as the phrase is, in circumstances apparently hopeless, is a splendid 
feature of character. There are thrilling moments in games—moments 
when everything turns upon the resolution of one player—and there 
are such moments in war, or politics, or human life. It may well be 
hoped that he who has not failed in the one will not fail in the others; 
for the power of quick decision is one of the greatest human acquire¬ 
ments. According to my experience of life, it is often more important 
that a decision should be made than that the decision so made should 
be the best possible. ‘ Opportunity,’ as the proverb says, ‘ is bald 
at the back of her head.’ To seize the fleeting opportunity when it 
comes, and to make the best use of it, is a lesson of high value in 
life. For lost .chances seldom recur; and mistakes, even single 
mistakes, are hard, and perhaps impossible, to retrieve, as in life, so 
also in games. It is thus too that games are a useful discipline for 
life. • 

But there are other and stUl higher lessons to be learnt in games. 
The spirit of subordination and co-operation, the complete authority, 
the ready obedience, the self-respect and self-sacrifice of the playing- 
field enter largely into life. If a boy will yield up his coveted place 
in the Eleven to one whom he recognises as a better player than 
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himself, or if he will throw away the chance of personal distinction in 
order that another may distinguish himself, if he shows modesty in 
success or fortitude in defeat—has he not learnt something which 
will help him to be a nobler citizen 1 There is no cricketer worthy of 
the name, be he boy or man, who does not think more of the Eleven 
than of himself, and who would not be glad to sacrifice himself if he 
could so win the victory dor his side. Nay, the true sportsman, the 
true gentleman, will be careful, at whatever cost, to let others have 
the credit rather than himself. He will, if need be, take the second 
place, and not the first, as that noble English soldier, Sir James 
Outram, did in the Indian, Mutiny, when he generously surrendered 
to his junior officer. Sir Henry Havelock, the honour of reheving 
Lucknow, and himself served in a civil capacity under him. 

All these are qualities, and others like them, tending to produce 
what I may perhaps claim as a characteristic of the British race— 
the power of government; for it is a quality which the race has 
exhibited in relation to subject peoples at many periods of English 
history in the many regions of the world where the flag of England 
flies. From India alone it were possible to draw a hundred instances. 
Englishmen in India have not perhaps won the aficction of the native 
population. They have been trusted, but they have not always been 
liked. Yet they have evinced a high administrative capacity. There 
are parts of India where two or three Englishmen by their mere 
presence maintain order through vast tracts of country. Their rule 
is as beneficial as it is efficacious. I remember visiting a part of 
Eajpootana where one official—a youth whose years cannot much 
have exceeded twenty-five—was administering famine relief single- 
handed to a million of starving people ; his superiors had died or were 
invalided, and he stood alone face to face with such a task. But 
he did not falter, he did not fail, he saved the people from death. 

If rtiy country owes a peculiar debt of gratitude to any of her sons, 
it is to those officials, whether military or civil, who in far parts of 
the world have, often in spite of neglect, and sometimes of discourage¬ 
ment, sustained the honour of the Empire. I do not think I say too 
much if I profess that one who has received the education of an English 
gentleman will not wholly fail, however tight the place may be in which 
he finds himself, however serious the chfficulties to be overcome. 
When he is put down in the face of duty, he will not lose heart or 
head, he will know what to do, and he will do it. It is this reserve 
power lying hidden in the British race which is, I think, the hope of 
the Empire. , * 

But let me come back once more to the universities and the public 
schools. 

There is a certain sympathy, not the less influential because 
indefinable, a sort of Freemasonry (if I may use a telling English 
expression) among all the members of the same school or college, or 
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even the same university. To have been educated 4t Oxford or Cam¬ 
bridge, and still more at Eton or Harrow, is a bond of union with all 
who have been educated there. All the world ovhr,‘Oxford and Cam¬ 
bridge men, Etonians and Harrovians, are knit together by strong and 
sacred memories. It has been my fortune in various distant parts 
of the world tq attend dinners and meetings connected with the 
public schools of which I am^a member' and if ever a man living 
far from home finds himself in difficailt circumstances, he may turn 
for sympathy and help, with an almost certain hope of receiving it, 
to men to whom he can address an appeal in the name of their common 
Alma Mater. • 

It has sometimes happened that the old association of school or 
college has been a strength to Englishmen charged with an onerous 
and even perilous responsibility. Not many years ago, in the most 
troublous days of Ireland, that unfortunate country which seems to 
be at once nearest to and farthest from the heart of the British 
Empire, the three men who were called to bear the chief burden of 
Irish administration had all been schoolfellows at Harrow. In still 
more recent days, the Viceroy, or Governor-General, of India, and the 
Governors of Bombay and Madras, were men who had all received their 
education, not only in the same school, but, I think, at the same time 
in the same house at Eton. 

Can it be wrong for me, then, at this point, to insist upon the 
friendships of school and college as forming not only a charm no less 
enduring than dehghtful in the personal life, but a strong element in 
the elevation of character ? Nobody who has spent a part of his 
life at school or college will fail to appreciate afterwards what he owes 
to noble friendships there begun. He will know something at least of 
the admiring gratitude which led a distinguished Englishman long 
ago to desire that he might be simply described in his epitaph as having 
been ‘ the friend of Sir Philip Sidney.’ 

It is diflicult for me, in addressing any but a British audience, to 
express in adequate words how the varied associations of school life 
tend to create what I can only call a feeling of School patriotism. 
The thought of the school becomes an inspiring motive in life. As 
the descendant of a noble family, so the member of a famous school 
is lifted above himself byjiis inherited associations. He shrinks from 
all that is lowering, he asj)ires to all that is honest and of good report, 
for the sake of the school which he loves. It is well then that in the 
public schools, and to some extent also in the colleges at the universities, 
the sense of histoncal continuity should be constantly brought before 
the minds of the young. There is perhaps an annual commemoration 
of benefactors. Eminent members of the school, when they come back 
to the place of their education, are welcomed with signal honour. 
When one o'f them attains a high distinction, a hohday is granted to 
hip. successors in the school. When one of them passes to his rest, 

. E H 2 
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his memory is honoured by the tolling of the school bell or by some 
reference to his life in the chapel ot the speech-room. 

Let me illustrate*this obUgation of nobihty—^this ennobling influ¬ 
ence of school-life upon Englishmen—by reference to one of those 
songs which, in not a few schools, but pre-eminently at Harrow, have 
been written and set to music, to serve like national airs in inspiring 
or quickening lofty sentiments. At Harrow, when the boys are called 
over, each of them as he passes the master signifies his presence by 
the simple words, ‘ Here, sir.’ One of my late colleagues, a richly 
gifted master, who is now lost to the school, has chosen these words 
as the motto of a song in which the boys are taught that, whenever 
duty calls them, be it to effort, or suffering, or even to death, they 
must not flinch, but must meet it, gladly and cheerfully, with the 
familiar words of their school-life, ‘ Here, sir,’ on their lips. It was 
in such a spirit as this that the young Etonian soldier at Laing’s Nek 
in Natal, breathing the prayer Floreai Etona, ‘ May Eton flourish! ’ 
laid down his life. 

And now I can bring this lengthy lecture to an end. 

Education, whether in Great Britain or in Japan, is all preparatory 
to after-life. The teat of an educational system is not what the pupils 
are, or how they acquit themselves at fifteen or nineteen or twenty-two 
or twenty-five years of age, but how they behave as men in private 
and public affairs. So to discipline them that they may do well in 
the battle of life is the end of all teaching. Apart, then, from the 
general linguistic and scientific curriculum of the schools and universi¬ 
ties there are various subjects, such as the history of the nation, the 
growth of the Empire, the worth of imperial sentiment, the relation 
of labour and capital, the sense of public duty, and even the art of 
public speaking, which are or ought to be studied by all Englishmen. 
In late years there has been an effort to quicken the sense of civic 
duty by lamiliarising the young in some degree with the aspects of 
practical philanthropy. Many public schools and colleges have insti¬ 
tuted missions— i.e. centres of philanthropic and spiritual activity— 
in crowded cities. On Harrow Hill a memorial tablet reminds succes¬ 
sive generations of boys that at the particular spot where it is placed 
a gaeat Harrovian, the Earl of Shaftesbury, when he had but recently 
ceased to be a Harrow boy, conceived the idea of devoting his life to 
the amelioration of the conditions under which the wo’-king classes 
lived and laboured. And so it becomes natural to remark, although 
' I can only just suggest before this audience, that the life of English 
youth, whether in colleges or in schools, is constantly hallowed by 
religion. The chapel is the soul of the life. There the boys in 
a public school meet regularly for worship; there they listen to words 
of encouragement and exhortation from the masters, from the head¬ 
master especially ; there they look upon the memorials of their school¬ 
fellows who, in the long history of the school, have done noble service, 
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and perhaps have laid down their lives for their country. For all 
English education is actuated by'the Spirit of Him of whom an 
ancient English po^ has said, that He was * 

The first true gentleman that ever breathed. 

So I have tsied to give you a sketch of English education, if only 
on one of its sides. Great Britain and dapan have’ many things in 
common. There have been points fif resemblance in their history. 
There will be yet other such points, if I mistake not, in their destiny. 
Some of the problems which we have partly solved still await their 
solution here. I hope you will approach them in the spirit of that 
imitative originality which chooses the good and leaves what is faulty 
and wrong. It is a happy fortune in the world to be associated with 
institutions which are either very old or very new. The civilised 
world to-day looks with admiration on your achievements. It dreams 
your dreams with you. For my part, I cannot but cherish the con¬ 
fident hope that the alliance between your country and mine will 
tend more and more to that end which seems to be the ultimate goal 
of human history—viz. the intellectual, moral, and at last the spiritual 
fusion of the races of the East and of the West. 


J. E. C. Welldon. 
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IS ‘/OB’ A PROBLEM PLAY? 

No book in the Canon of Scripture has caused such perplexity, or 
given to commentators such material for the expression of different 
explanatory conjectures, as that of ‘ Job.’ It has been defined as a 
chronicle of fact, a didactic theme, an allegory, an idyl, a speculative 
treatise on theology, and a dramatic poem. No sooner does the 
writer agree on his description, than he begins conscientiously to 
grapple with the difficulties his definition has called into being, and 
it is generally admitted that we have no satisfactory explanation of 
‘ Job,’ and nothing which comes within measurable distance of it. 

Yet, underlying all the ripe scholarship which has been brought 
to bear on this subject, there is always the hint of what appears to 
me to be the one solution, which I have ventured to put forward in 
this article. Unfortunately, every critic of the Bible, unless he wishes 
to bo placed outside the pale of orthodoxy and face general discredit, 
has to saddle himself with a partner in his work of exegesis, and 
that partner is the Church or sect to which he belongs, or rather a 
number of very good, very pious, but very prejudiced members of 
it. Bible students, therefore, cannot approach the study of the 
sacred writings with the same open mind with which they approach 
the literaf;ure of any other country. The influence of the partner is 
at once felt, for there is certain business he will not touch, or allow 
to be touched. 

With this in mind, it is not altogether surprising that we possess 
nothing in the way of a history of Hebrew drama. Jewish poetry, 
music, law, architecture have their exponents, but this particular 
form of literature is left severely alone, so nvuch so that the prevalent 
idea is that there is no drama to write about. The stage, early in 
Church history, came into bad repute. Among severely religious people 
‘ it is in the position of a poor relative who has compromised himself, 
and the name must not be mentioned in the family. 

Yet the drama is all there, waiting for the man who has the time 
and the courage to give us the book that shall treat of it thoroughly. 
To suppose that the Jews produced no dramatic literature is, to 
say the least, an improbable assumption. In the face of facts it is 
an impossible one. In individuals, as in nations, drama, in some 



1906 


IS ‘JOB’ A PBOBLEM PLAY? 


415 


form or another, is bound to emerge and assert itself, because it is 
woven into the fabric of our being. Life is drama, and drama is life. 
Sooner or later the rough facts of things wiU be seized and lifted by 
the method of dramatic writing. I do not assert, of course, that in 
the Bible we have the fulness and peculiar richness of the Athenian 
theatre, but we have exactly what we have in the early history of 
Greece, the dramatic element slowly encroaching upon* the lyric and 
epic form, until we have the 'tragedy of ‘ Job ’ and the musical 
pastoral comedy of ‘ The Songs of Solomon.’ 

The higher critics are, generally speaking, agreed as to the date 
of ‘ J ob,’ at all events within a few years. ^Ve know, from other sources 
than Biblical, that,it was the age when drama was a spiritual and 
intellectual force rather than a diversion for jaded and overworked 
humanity. It was the method for purifying and raising the emotions, 
and of eliminating the hysterical from life, the channel through which 
the best thought of the day was communicated to the masses. The 
theatre in Greece was the arena where matters of reUgion and philo¬ 
sophy that had got beyond the accepted beliefs, and contradicfed 
received ideas of Divine government, were freely discussed. That 
is precisely the scheme underlying ‘ Job,’ if we reject the epilogue. 
The best authorities regard it as spurious. It is an addition and a 
concession to modern times, and sprang from a desire to make the 
drama, end happily. The dramatic ideal is sacrificed either to popular 
demand or because the later writer wished to exploit his own views of 
Divine justice. It shows a terrible falling away from the grandeur 
of ‘ Job,’ which ends in a tragedy with the words ; 

I repent in dust and ashes. 

And we might say with Shakespeare : 

The rest is silence. 

The sacred text has it; 

The words of Job are ended. 

Now we have passed some way on the road to a solution of a 
problem when we have stated in precise terms the nature and defini¬ 
tion of its conditions. By drama, to put it briefly, I mean the con¬ 
flict of opposing forces. The work of the dramatist is to bring together 
characters representing divergent aims and tendencies, and to exhibit 
them in actual collision, in what we call a scene. There must be a 
unity of purpose in tSie story, and this must be led up to and elaborated 
by the dialogue. There must be entanglement and disentanglement, 
or the reaolption of the plot, as it is generally called. A play, for 
stage purposes, must admit of intelligent people taking the book, 
associating themselves with the characters, and, by speaking the 
lines in the order written, telling the complete story. There must be 
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hints in the way of characterisation, which give the actor an insight 
into the character he is about to interpret, and the drama must pro¬ 
ceed towards creshendo until the climax is reached. Pathos, humour, 
comedy, irony, invective must accompany the development of a 
plot in a way that will grip the audience by sharp contrast. 

Does the Book of Job fulfil these conditions ? Tf so, it is a drama, 
and by the number of these conditions it complies with, it takes its 
definite place in dramatic literature, and gives us some idea of its 
date. 

Now let us, with these conditions in mind, examine the purpose 
and construction of the Book of Job as we have it to-day, more or 
less complete. The xinity of the story is concerned with a problem 
of human existence, and the problem to be attacked is, ‘ Why do 
the religious suffer 1 ’ The author opens his story with a device in 
common use among the early Greek .dramatists. He gets to the 
problem to be exploited at once by means of narration ; and, like 
.^schylus, he adopts the ‘ simple ’ as opposed to the ‘ complex ’ 
method of construction. The problem, the ultimate issue, and the 
mode by which it shall be brought about, are known to the audience 
from the start, and then, following exactly on .^schylus’s lines, the 
action moves on in one unswerving and impressive channel, w^hile the 
dialogue is marked by intense life, movement, and dramatic force. 
He adopts the well-known expedient of .^scliylus in bringing his 
chief antagonists face to face and exposing them to view in the very 
net of contention, thus imparting to the various situations just such 
energy and strength as drama, for stage purposes, requires. 

The prologue acquaints us with the chief character, Job, and the 
nature of his calamities. He is depicted as a prosperous Arab sheik, 
rich in cattle and other possessions, displaying a tender solicitude 
for the welfare of his family. The scene changes, and we arc trans¬ 
ported “by the poet from the plains of Uz to the halls of heaven, where, 
like an Oriental sovereign, the Almighty holds His court. The ‘ sons 
of God ’— i.e., the angels—‘ come from time to time to report them¬ 
selves to their Sovereign.’ ^ In this scene begins the actual staging 
of the story. The construction is so much in the nature of a play 
d;hat half a dozen people, with the Bible in their hands, could repre¬ 
sent it without any interference with the text. For modern stage 
purposes w'e should have ; * 

Scene : TJu! Court of Heaven, discovered the Almighty, angrds i^resenting 
themselves before Him. \Entcr SatXn.] 

God. Whence comest thou ? 

Satan. From going to and fro in the earth, and walking up and down in it. 

God. Ila-st thou considered my servant Joh? . . . For there is none like 

' Vide Driver’s Introductipn to Job. 
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him in the earth, a perfect and upright man, one that fcareth God and 
escheweth evil. ^ 

Satan. Doth Job fear God for nouglit ? . . . Hast Thou not put a hedge 
about him, and about his house, and about all that he hath on every side ? 
Thou hast blessed the work of his hands, and his substance is increased in the 
land. But put forth Thine hand now and touch all that he hath, and he will 
renounce Thee to Thy face.* 

God. Behold, all that he hath is in thy power; only upop himself put not 
forth thine hand. • 

, [Exit Satan.] 

Here we have a perfect scene, sublime in its simplicity. Change 
the names and we might be reading from a Greek play. There is 
an audacious originality in the author’# conception of Satan. How 
it must have fascinated an audience to see the arch-fiend depicted 
as one of the sons of God, and sneering in the very face of the Almighty ! 
How the dramatic strength is intensified by such audacity, and the 
knowledge that to the enemy of mankind is given, for the time being, 
almost unlimited power over a good man ! This is the strong dramatic 
touch exactly of that character which grips a crowd of people. Jhe 
atmosphere, in few words, is charged with the potentialities of tragedy. 

A second time the celestial court is held, and the story is carried 
on by narrative, still keeping to legitimate dramatic construction. 
We have Satan, dissatisfied with his efforts, again, under dramatic 
conditions, receiving permission to afflict Job. In Hamlet Shake¬ 
speare sought to depict a great deed laid upon a gentle soul unequal 
to the strain of it. As Goethe puts it: ‘ An oak tree planted in a 
costly vase which should have received into its bosom only lovely 
flowers : the roots spread, but the vase is shivered to pieces.’ Job 
is the Hamlet of the East. We have presented to us a pure, beautiful, 
idyllic nature, which sinks beneath a burden which it can neither 
bear nor throw off. Like Hamlet, he turns and winds and agonises, 
advances and recoils, as he argues out the problem. ‘ The Jiero has 
no plan, and yet the piece is full of plan.’ We could easily imagine 
Job turning on his comforters, who insist that the unfortunate man 
alone is responsible for his calamities, and saying : 

The time ia out of joint: 0 cursed spite, 

That ever I w as born to set it right! 

As a matter of fact Job says : 

Lbt the day perish wherein I was born, 

And the night which said, There is a man child conceived. 

Let that day be darkness : 

Let not*God regard it from above. 

And it might be Job who says : 

0 that this too too solid flesh would melt, 

Thaw and resolve itself into a dew ! 

Or that the Everlasting had not fixed 
His canon ’gainst self-slaughter. 
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And again we have the language, atmosphere, and sentiment of 
Job; 9 

How weWy, stoie, flat and unprofitable ’ 

Seem to me all the uses of this world.—H amlet. 

It would have been interesting to have had Shakespeare’s opinion 
on ‘ Job ’ as a drama. His opinion, I feel, would have been a dangerous 
venture in those days, but there is no doubt in my mind that he helped 
himself to what he wanted of ‘ Job ’ to build up the character and play 
of ‘ Hamlet.’ 

The author of ‘Job,’with great daring, but with realistic and human 
touch, introduces a comedy scene into a situation of surpassing 
pathos. You have the hero staggering under successive blows, 
smitten with sore boils and in pitiable condition, and upon this scene 
come Eliphaz, Bildad, and Zophar. They come, too, with the pro¬ 
claimed intention of comforting him. The first note of comfort they 
strike is to announce that he is so altered they do not recognise him. 
Tliis would scarcely add anything of the nature comforting to Job 
in his state of mind. He meets this with silence, and very masterly 
indeed is that silence with which these men regard each other. One 
appreciates the tension of it all, and the situation is again solemn 
and impressive. But the master is a genius for light and shade. 
The men who come to comfort remain to argue that, after all, it is 
Job’s own fault, and in so many words tell him that it serves him 
right. They are shocked at his language, and at once you are plunged 
into the debate, and here the author of the drama exploits to the 
full his problem : ‘ Why do the righteous sufter ? ’ 

The debate is symmetrically planned. We have first one and 
then another up against Job. All have been trained in a school 
which taught that afflictions arc God’s testimony for sin; but Job 
is conscious that he is not a sinner to the extent of meriting such 
punishments as have come upon him : hence you have a fine situa¬ 
tion. He must hold to a belief which is impossible, or deny the 
justice of his Maker. Further, that God Who knows him to be 
innocent punishes him as if he were guilty, and is therefore regard- 
l^ps of justice in the cosmic ordering of things. The author gets his 
chance now to attack the accepted beliefs of his day, of advancing 
ideas that are outside popular theology, and he does so with a daring 
that proceeds on its way building up a strong story. 

In the first cycle of speeches his friends occupied themselves with 
presenting what, we may take it, is the accepted thfeology of the day, 
God dispensing to every man according to his morals, not arbitrarily, 
but with mathematical accuracy, giving each man what l\e deserves. 
Therefore, Job in his sufiering is the mark of Divine displeasure. 
What, then, has Job done ? They urge him to confess. Job meets 
this with a denial, and protests his innocence. They imply bluntly 
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that he is a liar.® Here is the dramatist’s art in perfection. The 
audience is admitted into the secret, the actors are not. Any stage- 
manager who knows anything about his art would 6ay: ‘ This is 
good work ; this is drama.’ The situation is no mere house of cards. 
All the characters are strong, and the dialogue of each is to the point 
and vigorous. At ^he same time there are just those touches which 
one expects in a play. 

The men arc no mere puppets repeating speeches. You have 
real characters of flesh and blood, diverse and of different tempera¬ 
ment. Eliphaz is most courteous and inclined to be conciliatory, 
while maintaining his own position. Bildad is arbitrary and accusing. 
Zophar is insinuating and provoking. Job is as some philosophic 
Titan who would scale the height where God is enthroned, and tear 
away the veil that conceals Him from mortal gaze. The characterisa¬ 
tion is excellent, but it is the (Jiaracterisation of public presentation. 
Again and again you get expressions which imply hot interruption 
which would be natural in spoken debate. ‘ Behold now.’ ‘ Hear it 
and know it.’ ‘ Be content. Look upon me.’ Bildad complains of 
Job’s long speeches—‘How long wilt thou speak these things?’; 
and, again, ‘ Hold your peace; let me alone ’ ; and ‘ Suffer mo that 
I may speak.’ ‘ Look straight at me ! is it likely I shall lie to your 
face ? ’ Chap. vi. 28. 

Every now and then the high tide of eloquence is broken by some 
humorous or ironic allusion which only a dramatist would use, and 
use with the distinct object of providing fresh interest for his audience. 
Job asks : ‘ Am T a whale or a sea that thou settest a watch over 
me ? ’ And there would be a ripple of laughter when Job remarks 
to his antagonists: ‘ No doubt but ye are the people, and wisdom 
will die with you.’ And an outburst of merriment when he adds, 

‘ Miserable comforters are ye all.’ 

From general charges. Job’s friends pass on to accuse Him of 
definite sins, which, still arguing a 'posteriori, they are persuaded he 
must have committed: inhumanity, avarice, abuse of power, the 
ordinary faults of a wealthy Oriental. Job in reply still insists upon his 
innocence, but admits that he cannot solve the mystery of God’s pro¬ 
vidence, and that his position is at variance with the belief of the age. 

He appeals from the God of cruelty and injustice, whom in his 
madness he had imagined, to a God of truth and justice Who will 
vindicate him in heaven, whatever his earthly fate may be. But 
the gleam of light is transient.® It is evident that the author here 
is throwing upon the argument all the force which the religious philo- 
sophy of the age can produce. Driver says it is difficult to ^d a 
logical place in Job’s argument for chap, xxvii. vv. 12-13, where Job 

' Notwithstanding my right, 

I am accounted a liar. Chap, xxxiv. 6. 

’ Driver. 
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apparently affirms what he has hitherto consistently denied—viz., 
that an evil fate docs overtake the wicked. Looking at it as Dr. 
Driver does, the diffieulty is insuperable; but if we regard it as a 
play acted before spectators there is no difficulty at all. In a 
desperate moment of frenzied despair he, could say on a stage and 
in a play what would not be regarded as a logical sequence in cold 
narrative. 

K 

The same might be said of chapter xxviii., where we have 
Job’s monologue on wisdom, meaning the full intellectual apprehen¬ 
sion of the physical and moral order of the world, which he asserts, 
with convincing and pathetic force, is unattainable by man. 

Dr. Gibson remarks (page 141), ‘ Beautifu.l and impressive as 
chap, xxviii. is, it is not easy to see its connection with the speech in 
which it occurs, or indeed with the poem as a whole.’ Perhaps, 
indeed, if we had only to consider the relation of the chapter to what 
precedes it in the book, it might be supposed that Job, no longer 
irritated by the retorts of his friends, has reached a calmer mood ; 
not abandoning the attempt to discover a speculative solution of the 
perplexities which distract him, finds man’s wisdom to consist in the 
practical fulfilment of the duties of life. Still, as Davidson says 
(page xxxix.), such contentment, in the face of the problems of 
history, is very unlike the spirit shown elsewhere by Job ; and it is 
doubtfid whether the cessation of his friends’ attacks would suffice 
psychologically to explain it. And an even greater difficulty arises 
in connection wdth what follows. If Job has risen to this tranquil 
temper, how comes it that he falls back (xxx. 20-23) into complain¬ 
ings, and dissatisfaction at not having been justified by God (xxxi. 
35) 1 And, further, if he has reached, by the unaided force of his 
own metlitations, this”devout and submissive frame of mind, how is 
the ironical tone of the Divine speeches (chaps, xxxviii.-xlii. 6) to be 
accounted for ? If he is already resigned to the inscrutability of the 
Divine ways, how does it need to be again pointed out to him ? Or 
is it possible that the author conceives of Job’s tranquil frame of 
mind as temporary only ? There is, however, as just remarked, an 
imperfect psychological basis even for a temporary recovery of calm¬ 
ness : Job is unmoved by all the arguments of his friends; and no 
other independent influence, as in chaps, xxxviii.-xxxix., has been 
brought to bear upon him. The difficulty is very great. Either it 
seems the chapter, as several recent scholars have supposed, is an 
independent description of the character and value of wisdom, which 
does not really belong to the poem of Job ; or, i/it is an integral part 
of the poem, we must suppose that the author’s psychology is not to 
be measured by the standard that would be applied to a Western 
poet; and that he represents Job, in this part of the book, as passing 
through moods of feeling without what, as judged by Western standards, 
would be deemed the necessary psychological motives. 
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Dr. Gibson’s cxiticisms are what one would expect, when Job is 
treated merely as a poem or a narrative; but if the book be regarded 
as a play, then these difficulties immediately disappear. , We recognise 
the dramatist’s play of light and shade, and his bsychological dissection 
of Job. Doubt and trust alternately chase each other through the 
mind of the afflicted man.* He hovers between heaven and hell— 
between darkness ahd light. It is one of those truly great scenes 
which stamp a work as a thing of*genius. To relieve the tension we 
have here introduced Elihu, and Elihu presents so many difficulties 
to the commentators that most of them have agreed to regard the 
Elihu speeches as spurious, ‘probably the addition of a later writer 
who wished to emphasise certain considerations to which he thought 
sufficient weight had Aot been attached by the other speakers.’ * 

‘ Job ’ regarded as a theological treatise, the character and speeches 
of Elihu are alike foreign to and destructive of the integrity of the 
book, and honesty of purpose tompels the critics to throw it over¬ 
board. The introduction ot such a character is not what the ordinary 
writer would do, but it is just what we would expect a dramatist to dc^ 
From his point of view all the characters are consistent, each an agent 
in unfolding the story, bringing his own distinct peculiarities of thought 
and feeling which give him a distinct personality. These character 
touches, which in an ordinary treatise would have been noted in a 
vague indistinct way, are here narrated with minuteness and with an 
accurate grip of temporary conditions. 

Elihu is the man who would have rejoiced the heart of Socrates, 
as offering a target for his wit and rapier thrusts. His somewhat 
self-confident and boisterous manner of comporting himself differs 
entirely from the bearing of Job and his other antagonists. In Elihu 
we have manifestly a comedy character, who represents a distinct 
class of men and- school of thought. He is your cock-sure religionist, 
who has leaped over the boundaries of all knowledge, and has^come 
back to put people right. The Cosmic scheme presents no difficulties 
to him; everything is as simple as the making of an apple dumpling. 
He is so true to life that we feel we have met the man. The author 
of ‘ Job,’ in the character of Elihu, is doing some hard hitting against 
prevalent methods of thought and argument. I am inclined to think 
that Elihu represents some self-satisfied theologian whom the author 
of ‘ Job ’ intended to exhibit *and provoke ridicule. 

Another important point to be considered here is the fact that 
the author causes Elihu to speak a more decidedly Aramaean dialect 
than the others. This is very up-to-date proficiency in the art of 
dramatic technique, which Dr. Davidson sees the force of, but dis¬ 
misses it as scarcely probable in that early age. But everything had 
to have a beginning, and the same argument of improbability can be 
urged against any trick used for the first time. Elihu speaks a dialect 


* Driver. 
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of Arameean, just as Shakespeare occasionally makes a character talk 
something supposed to be Scotch. It would give a homely touch, 
and if Elihu be the representation of a real 8.nd possibly known cha¬ 
racter it would be a very realistic touch, but it is the touch of the 
dramatist. We recognise it again, too, in the professed modesty of 
his opening words, as compared with no small opinion of himself 
which he exhibits later. There is, too, something amusing about his 
introduction to this scene. He is, it would appear, a bystander who 
has nothing to do with the ^putants, and the author gives him as 
an example of that particular class of people . . . ‘ who rush in where 
angels fear to tread.’ Words flow from his eloquent mouth with all 
the captivating ardour of youth : 

> 

Mark well, O Job, hearken unto me : 

Hold thy peace, and I will speak. 

Hold thy peace, and I will teach thee wisdom. 

This from a youth who professes modesty and respect for years is 
delightful, and in representation must have caused intense enjoyment 
to the audience. 

In the midst of Elihu’s bold eloquence, there is suddenly heard the 
murmur of the rising storm, and the first clap of thunder, and the 
man who is shouting, 

I have yet to speak on God’s behalf, 

and claiming to be His representative in a special way, suddenly shows 
abject terror at the sound of what is held to be his Muster's vou;e, and 
you have him saying, 

my heart trembleth 
.\nd luupoth up out of its place. 

How this would tickle the audience may well be imagined. We see 
the value of it from a stage point of view. In the sudden demoralisa¬ 
tion of Elihu at this growl from the heavens, you have his gimtle 
punishment for his officious interference. 

So far, the problem has been debated without mercy or quarter, 
and the situation has been strongly held up. The resolution of the 
entanglement is not in sight. The audience get the first hint of it in 
\he murmur of the rising storm. Their thoughts go back to the 
prologue, and they know the solution must come by rneans of Divine 
intervention. There is a delicacy of handling here which calls for 
special notice. In the prologue you have the Almighty speaking— 
among imm ortals to immortals. The author fftels the difficulty of 
producing God upon a stage, so he causes the Divine voice to be heard 
from the midst of the storm. If ‘Job’ were merely p, speculative 
treatise, or a story of rural and patriarchal religious life and thought, 
all these stage devices would be quite unnecessary. 

The resolution of the drama is planned and executed with a large- 
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ness of design, a depth of purpose, a poetical imagery to which it 
would be difficult to find any parallgl. Although from the opening 
we are expecting the JDms ex machina, yet when .it.does come it is 
unexpected, and the general effect is to impress the mind with a sense 
of unapproachable power and majesty. In a way the problem is never 
solved, and yet it is answered for all time. The question is lifted to 
a higher atmosphere, the equation is stated in other terms, the relative 
position of things is defined in aft elevation of treatment profound and 
moving. 

We have a series of searching questions which are addressed to 
Job, and to the hearts of all, actors and spectators alike. Each 
question is a blow of the master artist, driving his chisel into the 
raw marble which shall presently reveal the figure to be, and Job 
comes out of the ordeal changed, because he sees things in a new 
light. Each humiliating answer he gives marks his way of progress, 
removes the films from his eyes, and then we have passing before Job 
the ‘ panorama of creation exemplifying not only the wonders of 
inanimate nature, the earth, the sea, and the heavens, but also "the 
astonishing variety of instincts and powers possessed by the animal 
creation.’ •’ The infinite resources of the Divine intelligence are flashed 
upon the mind of Job, and he is ironically invited to take God’s 
place in the universe. Earlier in the drama Job expresses his desire 
to meet God in argument, the wish is granted,** and we can only say 
what a scene for an actor! What a magnificent object lesson it must 
have been for the times ! 

Now as to the date of ‘ Job.’ It must have been written in times 
which admitted of some speculation in matters theological. The first 
freethinker, I use the word in the Academic sense, was Solomon, so 
it must have been later than his day, and by someone who is well 
acquainted with the Poet-King’s writings. That it was written by 
Moses must be dismissed. The man who said ‘ the sins of the fathers 
shall be visited upon the children unto the third and fourth genera¬ 
tion made an ex poTie statement which could not have come from the 
man who conceived the lofty conception of God as we have it in 
‘ Job.’ The dialogue is conceived in a spirit of what may be termed 
philosophic contradiction to the Mosaic view of things. The chief 
argument in favour of the older date is the setting of the story in 
patriarchal, pastoral times; but this very reason furnishes an addi¬ 
tional argument that it was written as a play. The author naturally 
would place so daring a theme in an age and atmosphere different 
from present day, just as a modern writer might work out a problem 
With the men and women of, say, Stuart days. To attempt to fix a 
date by the setting is very much like judging the age of a picture by 
the frame. Dr. Driver fixes the date about 538 b.c. I venture to 
think it is even later, for the man who wrote ‘ Job ’ admits that he 
• Driver. • Ohap. ix. 85; xxxi. 35; xiii. 22; xxiii. 3-7. 
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gathered his illustrations and material from different corners of the 
world (chap, xii.) and various gi;pdes of society. The age of Solomon 
was a commercial one, and had opened up the "JV^est to the Hebrews. 
This eventually would bring them into touch with Greek literature. 
At all events, by 538 b.c. the Greek drama was fairly well established. 
iEschylus was born in 525 B.c., and it is quite possible that .ffischylus 
drew from Job, or Job frpm iEschylus. The indications are many, 
but the construction of the sacred diama is more after the style of 
Sophocles. The art with which*the author of the well-devised dialogue 
of ‘ Job ’ enhances the value of philosophic argument over a narrow 
assertion of dogma points to a later date than 538 B.C. If the 
reader will turn up his copy of the ‘ Electra ’ of Euripides he will find 
the identical construction that he finds in ‘ Job." The two dramas 
open in precisely the same way. In the dialogue of Orestes you get 
such expressions. 

Ob£stes. Then let me urge my plea, and oh, forgive me, 

If I seem tedious—grief is fond of words. 

t Electra. Why should I tell thee what thine eyes behold ? 

The characteristics of the dialogue suggestive of ‘ Job ’ are many, and 
so marked in their identity, one might be quoting from ‘ Job.’ 

In JEschylus it is the unrelenting power of fate, the justice of Providence, 
the effect of crime and wickedness that form the keynote of every scene, and 
the purpose of Alschylus is not, like that of other dramatists, to analyse the 
complex machinery of the human mind, but to reveal the relation in which 
men stand to the universal order of things, and to teach them how to read 
the mysterious decrees of destiny, and adjust their actions to the will of 
Providence.’ 

Omit ‘ JEschylus,’ and insert ‘ Job,’ and every word of this passage 
is true of the sacred writer. There is no doubt in my own mind that 
the author was acquainted with the work of the Greek dramatists, 
and that, he was inspired by them to conceive his splendid problem 
in the form of drama. 

In this opinion, I am pleased to say, I have the support of one 
bishop, though I only learnt it after the notes of this article were 
put together. But those who know the cold suspicion, and worse, 
t^ which a clergyman is subjected if he venture to think for lumself, 
will appreciate the measure of comfort I derive from this episcopal 
support. True, my bishop has been dead nearly fifteen hundred 
years; but, fortunately for me, his opinion is preserved. 

Theodore, Bishop of Mopsuestia, in Cilicia, who made a great name 
for himself in the Antiochean school of exegesis, appears to have been 
remarkable for his fearless handling of the Canon of Scripture. Cer¬ 
tainly he gave a friendly lead to the higher critics of his day. He 
believed that Job was a real person, but he characterises the book as 
‘ fiction written in imitation of the dramas of the heathen by an author 
’ Haigb, The Tragic Drama of the Greeks. 
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familiar with the Greek wisdom.’ The dialogue in the prologue, 
between God and Satan, Theodore regards as offensive. He is very 
much upset to find in* the Septuagint versioft from which the bishop 
derived his knowledge of Job, that the patriarch had named his third 
daughter ‘ Horn of Amalthea.’ Such a name, he is sure, shows the 
author’s love for heathen mythology, for what should an Idumean 
know of Jupiter, Juno, and the ]j.eathen gods ? he asks. Dr. Cheyne 
fixes the date of Job about 500 b.c. However, the characterisation of 
Satan points to a later period, but the pursuit of indications of later 
date are not essential to this article. 

The only th^g wanting in this dramsT, and it shows the Hebrew 
deficiency, is the female character. A woman is introduced and she 
makes one remark, but a woman to be noticed in Jewish literature 
has to be altogether an extraordinary example of her sex. As a rule 
she ranked with the ox and the ass. In the tragedies of iEschylus, 
female characters, with the exception of Clyteemnestra, play an 
unimportant part. Dramas which seek to give a revelation ,of 
religious truth do not require passion as a motive. In ‘ Job,’ certainly, 
the introduction of love would have taken attention from the grand 
theme the author sets out to exploit. Aristophanes in the ‘ Frogs,’ 
taunts .®schylu8 with this omission, and remarks that he had ‘ little 
of the goddess of love in his composition.’ 

The objections which might be mged against the theory I am 
putting forward are trivial and unimportant. Is it not loosening the 
foundations of belief to assert that a book like ‘ Job ’ is an effort of 
imagination, rather than the narrative of facts ? My reply is—Does it 
lessen the value of Christ’s parables to know they arc allegories, a 
method of teaching peculiar to the East ? Why should a drama be 
considered an impossible channel for Divine precepts to reach the 
hearts and minds of men ? 

My attention has been called to the absence of stage resources 
in the way of scenery. One notices the same lack in the plays of 
.dischylus, Euripides, and Sophocles. The fact is, the early dramatists 
obtained their effects without scenery. They depended entirely upon 
the human voice, the action and dialogue, with, of course, the addition 
of music. The treatment of such lofty moral and religious themes 
required as little of the world as possible. The stage carpenter was 
not the man of importance that he is to-day, though the producer, in 
the real dramatic sense of the word, was. The author of ‘ J ob,’ like the 
Greek writers, endeavoured to inspire the mind rather than deceive 
the senses. The actual catastrophes take place off the stage, it will 
be noticed, and are reported by a messenger. We observe the same 
construction*in Euripides. 

Briefly, to sum up. The theory that ‘ Job ’ was written as a drama 

* Job xlii. 13, 14, Keren-happuoh. The Septuagint renders this cornw capiat, horn 
of plenty. 
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is the natural explanation of a puzzle; and so admirably is it con¬ 
structed that it could be put into rehearsals to-morrow without 
requiring a tithe of the ■' touching up ’ given to plays by up-to-dats 
writers. The actor-manager who has the ability and the courage to 
present ‘ Job,’ who has sufficient of the religious instinct to get every 
ounce of strength out of ‘ Job’s ’ glorious lines, for lum there is awaiting 
a great artistic success, and, I venture to add, an eager and apprecia¬ 
tive public. 

Forbes Phillips. 
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WIRELESS TELEGRAPHY AND 
MR. MARCONI 

Not many weeks since a grave statesman, with the care of a great 
British Colony on his shoulders; sat at a table in a modest cabin on an 
ocean liner, in mid-Atlantic, a thousand miles on his way from England 
to America, Before him was a small telegrapliic instrument. JJe 
had begun life (and was proud of the fact) as a telegraph officer, and 
the old skill had not deserted him ; but never had he expected to send 
messages from a rapidly moving ship. A few taps ; and, as he rose, 
his two despatches were being deciphered in London, to be presently 
delivered. They were addressed to the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
and the Postmaster-Ceneral, urging them forthwith to establish 
penny postage to the United States ; and the sender was Sir Joseph 
W ard. Premier of New Zealand. Both the occasion and the matter 
of these communications seem to me noteworthy and interesting. 
Thanks to genius that has laboured patiently while we slept, every 
great ship is all through a voyage in full communication with the 
shore—the wor’d is one vast whispering gallery. 

Our Bulwarks on the Deep 

A few months ago Mr. Balfour acknowledged that communication 
was maintained, by means of wireless telegraphy, between the 
Admiralty and each squadron and lonely cruiser on the ‘ waste of 
waters from Plymouth to Gibraltar, Malta, Suez, and dotted over 
the stormy Atlantic. Every time the sun rises our isolated warships, 
invisible one from the other, exchange a cordial ‘ Good morning.’ 
Mr. Wilson, in a recent account of naval warfare (happily only a wild 
romance), has imprQpsively pictured the scene on the British flagship, 
leading England’s hastily massed fleets to destroy*an invading force, 
as strange ’ wireless messages come in from beyond the horizon 
betokening the unsuspecting foes’ approach. By this potent influence 
the striking power of our admirals has been incalculably reinforced, 
and it becomes safe for an economic Government to take off two and a 
half millions from the Navy Estimates. I wonder if any dignified 

427 V F 2 
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official, or fervent orator, or gifted poet, will say a word of graceful 
acknowledgment to the retiring* secluded worker and inventor, whose 
existence is only manifested from time to tiine by some new and 
blinding flash of beneficent discovery ! 

The ‘ Auen ’ Objection 

r 

It is curious that a man so amiable, unobtrusive, and gentle as 
Mr. Marconi should excite such widespread jealousy and animosity. 
I say ‘ Mr.’ Marconi. It is the custom of his rivals to emphasise his 
semi-Italian origin by describing him as ‘ Signor Ougjielmo ’ Marconi, 
just as Napoleon’s enemies always spelt his name ‘ Buonaparte.’ 
We thankfully accept, however, the benefit of discoveries by Signori 
Galvani and V’olta, without taunting them as compatriots of Caesar, 
Dante, and Garibaldi. 1 do not dwell on the facts that his mother 
is an Irish lady, that he married an Irish lady, and that he speaks 
oyr language and loves our institutions like a native, though these 
considerations would go a long way in the United States. His claim 
to be regarded as one of us is based on the splendid scientific achieve¬ 
ments which he has dedicated primarily to our service, acliievements 
which would do honour to the purest patriot of our country. 


German Feelinc: 

American scientists dislike Mr. Marconi, not exactly because he 
has succeeded where they have failed, but because he is a ‘ foreigner.’ 
German statesmen, on the other hand, fully admitting his success, 
object to him as being among the most dangerous of Englishmen. 
In a note intended to stir up the Washington Government against 
him, the German Minister writes ; ‘ The efforts of the English Marconi 
Company to secure for its system of wireless tclegra])hy a world 
monopoly become apparent.’ We all know that the German people 
are our very good friends ; and the Kaiser, as is natural, the best of 
all. But we also know that in connection with German commercial 
competition (to which we have no sort of objection, for the world is 
Purely large enough for both) they are served by a Government trained 
in the Bismarckian school of diplomacy, preserving perhaps the 
forms of fair dealing, but essentially hostile to our tomrnercial and 
maritime success and employing every legitimate means to compete 
with it. Some ten years ago the German Profe|jsor Slaby came over 
with high recoimnendations to see Mr. Marconi, as one scientist 
visits another. After spending a week in learning all that had been 
done and requesting to be kept informed of further improvements, 
he returned to Germany, and made arrangements with the Allgemeine 
Electricitats Gesellschaft for a competing wireless agency company. 
The visit, however, was paid, and the company formed, too late. 
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The Marconi Company had practically covered the navigable world 
with its stations; every warship of importance in the British and 
Italian navies carried its instruments ; sixteen shipping lines, includ¬ 
ing the North German Lloyd, adopted them ; and the belated Gesell- 
schaft had but one resource—to fall back on its Government. 

A Ring RpuND Engl'and 

• 

The Wilhelm Strasse promptly rose to the occasion. In 1903 
invitations were issued to a conference to be held in Berlin on wire- 
loss telegraphy. Notes were sent round abeging that England, through 
the Marconi Ccfrnpany, designed ‘ to obtain a monopoly in wireless 
telegraphy similar to that wliich she had of the cables, and calling 
upon foreign Powers to assist in overthrowing, or in preventing the 
establishment of this monopoly.’ At the conference the German 
president '' urged that in the interest of the world’s shipping there 
should be intercommunication between all systems of wireless tele¬ 
graphy, that any “ wireless ” ship or coast station should be compelTed 
to accept messages from any .ship, irrespective of the wireless system 
employed.’ Translated into plain English, this means ‘ that Marconi- 
rigged ships and stations should be compelled to accept messages 
from those Slaby rigged, irrespective of the fair start acquired at an 
immense expenditure of time, labour, and capital, by the Marconi 
(’ornpany.’ In other words, it is proposed to annex British capital 
and property for the advantage of Germany. In October a second 
conference on this question is to assemble in Berlin, when most deter¬ 
mined action may be expected on the part of Germany. One might 
allow for preliminary attempts to ‘ nobble ’ States with small maritime 
interests. But, as the Marconi system is the one adopted in the 
British Navy, one may sincerely trust that our own Government 
has not, as is alleged, a leaning towards tame surrender of the nrational 
interests. 

This is the first time since the Congress of Vienna, in 1814, that 
a European council has been called to deal with one man. In 1814 
the hunters were deliberating on the partition of the bead’s skin, 
when a roar from escaped bruins scattered them. I do not like to 
compare John Bull to a bear; but he certainly would not quietly 
submit to be fl|iyed alive. One is also reminded of the consultation at 
v^hich the Lilliputians resolved to tie down the sleeping Gulliver with 
pack-threads; or of the infant giant Gargantua, who was tied in his 
cradle to prevent hiifi from attending a banquet of his elders, at which 
nevertheless he appeared, to the amazement of the guests, carrying 
the cradle stjll bound to his back. Mr. Marconi is believed to have 
wonderful things in reserve, and it is by no means safe to regard him 
as an exhausted Leyden jar, which may be handled with impunity. 
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The Magician 
< 

The formidabJo personage who has agitated all the Chancelleries 
is not yet thirty-three, ^e was born at Villa Griffone, near Bologna, 
in 1874, and was educated at Leghorn, under Professor Rosa, and at 
Bologna University, under Professor Righi. At the early age of 
four or five budding invention displayed itself, to the dismay of his 
mother, in the manufacture from wild berries of an excellent ink, so 
excellent that his white summ'er clothes were permanently ‘ marked,’ 
for which feat he was scolded. In 1888 the late lamented Professor 
Heinrich Hertz demonstrated that a disruptive (spark) discharge of 
electricity causes electro-magnetic waves to radiate in all directions 
through the ether, exactly as waves radiate frobi the spot where a 
stone falls in still water. (The ether, I may remind unscientific 
readers, is a convention for the medium of transmission of energy, and 
is assumed to permeate all space and all matter.) The Hertzian 
waves travel with the same velocity as light, and would go eight 
tifiies round the world in a second. With like rapidity the idea of 
utilising them for telegraphy darted through the minds of many 
students of electricity, among others young Marconi, men of world¬ 
wide fame like Oliver Lodge, Sir W. Prcece, Professor Branly (inventor 
of the metallic filings tube afterwards named a coherer by Sir 0. Lodge), 
Professor Langley, Professor Slaby, and others. But little progress 
was made. The problem was a double one, how to transmit energy to a 
distance, and how to devise a receiver sensitive enough to be affected 
by it; and the difficulties were largely of a mechanical character. 
The cable company shareholder, who had trembled at Hertz’s 
discovery, smiled as year after year rolled by without practical applica¬ 
tion of it, and continued to draw his 15 per cent, dividend in peace, 
fclir W. Preece (one of the ablest scientists ever employed in the public 
service^ succeeded, by means of an induced current (not the Hertzian 
wave) in telegraphing several miles without a connecting wire. So 
far back, indeed, as 1844 Professor Morse had telegraphed without 
wires under the Susquehanna River; and in 1854 that remarkable 
genius, the late James Bowman Lindsay, whom, like the Ayrshire 
genius of Song, Scotland sadly neglected, patented an invention for 
telegraphing through water without wires. He actually sent a 
message two miles. It is pleasant to note that Mr. Marconi early 
made a pilgrimage to Dundee, in token of homage to this humble man 
of science, who had died before his briUiant successor was bom. Now, 
in the eighties there was a popular Irish member,twith the proportions 
of Falstaff, and the voice of Stentor. When at still midnight he stood 
in St. Stephen’s portico, and roared ‘ Four Wheeler ! ’ he was heard 
at a distance which it would have defied our experimenters in wire¬ 
less telegraphy to cover. They had failed. 
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The Solution 

Meanwhile Marconi had been working indefaiigably, with one 
device after another, on his father’s estate; and in 1895 he attained 
complete success, and at once patented his invention in Italy. Dr. 
Slaby says in his work! ‘ Marconi . . . has thus first shown how 
. . . telegraphy Was possible.’ In May 18.96 the inventor came to 
England, and took out a patent (^fo. 12,039 of 1896); a similar patent 
being secured in the principal foreign ‘countries. He introduced his 
system to the British Post Office through Sir W. Preece, Engineer-in- 
Chief of Telegraphs, who very handsomely admitted its merit, and 
even lectured upon it. In the first place Marconi, at the House of 
Commons, telegraphed across the Thames, 250 yards. In June 1897 
he covered nine miles, in July twelve miles; in 1898 (to France) 
thirty-two miles; and filially in 1901, 3,000 miles. In 1898, during the 
confinement of the Prince of Wales (now King) to his yacht through 
an accident, communication was maintained between the Prince and 
his royal mother, at Osborne, by means of the Marconi apparatus. 
We can picture the venerable Sovereign, towards the close of a long 
reign that had witnessed so many vicissitudes and perils, due to the 
widely scattered nature of her dominions, conscious that she was 
bequeathing to her successor an Empire on the inconstant waves, 
one that hung, as in 1805, on the. maintenance of communication 
with a distant admiral ; we can picture her, I say, looking out on the 
sea for the firat time without fearing it; with a full and grateful 
heart, and a kindly thought for the. boyish inventor who had pointed 
the trident of Britannia with electric fire ! 


Developments 

Soon the Trinity House obtained an installation between tjie East 
Goodwin Lighthouse, which at once proved of practical value in 
preventing shipwrecks. The Marconi Wireless Telegraph Company, 
formed in 1897, signed agreements for the erection of coast stations 
with the Italian, Canadian, and Newfoundland Governments, and 
with Lloyd’s (Lloyd’s undertaking to adopt the Company’s apparatus 
exclusively for fourteen years). Sixteen great shipping lines, including 
the North German Lloyd 'and Hamburg-Araerica, use the system, 
and stations haVe been erected in suitable positions all over the world. 
All the fitted ships maintain a busy correspondence en route, with 
land and writh each, other; and one vessel sends and receives some 
15,000 words between port and port. Some of them publish a daily 
paper, containing the latest news from shore. Financiers direct their 
businesses from mid-Atlantic; invalids send bulletins to anxious 
friends. There is now, by agreement with the Board of Trade, a set 
of installations in lightships round the coast; and the spectre of fog 
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no longer haunts the captain’s bridge. The Post Office accepts wireless 
messages to and from any fitted ship. Helpless, disabled, driven into 
remote seas, the mariner feels that he is never out of reach of sympathy 
and aid. 

Rivalries 

We now reach the thorniest section of our survey. As might 
have been expected, it was not long before rival inventora began to 
patent competing systems, sofne of which are undoubtedly workable 
and efficient. By the Wireless Telegraphy Act, 1904, the Post Office 
controls the establishment of stations, for which its licence must be 
obtained. There are four* serious competitors with the Marconi 
Company—namely, the German Telefunken Company, using the 
Braun-Siemens and Slaby-Arco inventions; the American National 
Electric Signalling Company, operating the Fessenden system; the 
American De Forest (/ompany; and the’British Lodge-Muirhead Wire¬ 
less Syndicate. Without pretending to any scientific qualifications 
foRdiscriminating, I may say that each claims some peculiar advantage. 
The Telefunken system is patronised by Germany and other Con¬ 
tinental States ; the Fessenden is the cheapest to establish and work ; 
the De Forest was distinguished by the Times using it in the Russo- 
Japanese conflict; and the Lodge-Muirhead, besides boasting the great 
name of the Principal of Birmingham University, is said to be the 
favourite of the British military authorities. ‘ Now why,’ the good- 
natured reader will ask—‘ why should not all five work harmoniously 
together ? ’ Why should not the Marconi Company, which has the 
stations, and has devoted all its revenue for years to perfecting wire¬ 
less telegraphy, accept messages from one and all of the seventy-three 
systems perfected without being coerced by a congress ? The answer 
is, first, that it is practically impossible. After longrtoil and heavy 
expense, Mr. Marconi invented a means of securing the privacy of 
messages by ‘ tuning ’ transmitter and receiver to the same ‘ wave¬ 
length.’ If the hostile admiral whose ‘ strange ’ messages Mr. Wilson 
describes our admiral as receiving knew our ethereal cipher, he could 
mislead and destroy our fleets without difficulty. How can a station 
operator cope with seventy-three ciphers ? The pointsman at Clapham 
Junction would have a comparatively easy task compared to this. 
Moreover, not only would the Berlin Conference annex our naval 
secrets, and the hard-earned property and pre-eminerice of a British 
firm, but valuable patent rights would be thrown into hotchpot, and 
the wireless transmitting business would be caiyied on by a motley 
multitude of untrained shipping hands. 
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A Suggestion 

If speech had only just been invented, we sho]^ld certainly choose 
to have one universal tongue rather than‘seventy-three. We have 
already one practically universal and admittedly perfect wireless 
system; why displace it ? Let me repeat, I do not presume to 
question the scientific eminence of Marconi’s competitors or the 
merit of their inventions. But,we are in presence of an accomplished 
fact. Nobody denies that the Marconi system is at least as good as 
any, the only one doing practical work, and it has established itself 
legally. To attack it is to attack the venerable principle distin¬ 
guishing meumjxom. tuum. Marconi wa^the pioneer and first brought 
wireless messages into practical daily use. Lawyers and diplomatists 
arc bound to come to loggerheads over this matter ; and if a layman, 
ignorant of diplomacy, may venture a suggestion in the character of 
pacificator, it is this : Let an International Commission be appointed 
by the Conference, including twelve great electricians, and let the 
use of valuable improvements which Mr. Marconi’s competitors jnay 
have devised be leased at a handsome figure to the Marconi Company. 
That Company even now is willing, in time of war, or in case of danger 
to any vessel whatever, at any time, to do its best to receive and 
transmit messages sent or required by vessels fitted with apparatus 
other than its own. He would be morally bound, if confined in its 
present position, to accept any reasonable rules and conditions unani¬ 
mously adopted by the (.’onference. Whether this suggestion be 
welcomed or rejected, it is as well that the British people should clearly 
understand what and whose interests are at stake in the forthcoming 
Conference. 

Memorable Messages 

I cannot conclude without alluding to one or two interesting 
incidents in what one may call the Marconi Epic. What figure in the 
‘ /Eneid ’ is more heroic, in the classical sense, than that of the silent 
youth, sitting at noon on the 12th of December, 1901, in a room at 
the old barracks on Signal Hill, near St. John’s, Newfoundland ? By 
arrangement his assistants at the Poldhu (Cornwall) station were to 
telegraph across the Atlantic Ocean the letter S on the Morse Code, 
represented by three dots, for certain hours each day. On the table 
was the sensitive receiving apparatus, supplemented for the sake of 
absolute certainty by a telephone receiver. A wire led out of the 
window to a hug^ kite, which the furious wind held 400 feet above 
him. (One kite and a balloon had been carried'out to sea.) He held 
the telephone receiver to his ear for some time. The critical moment 
had come*for which he had long laboured, for which his 300 patents 
had prepared the way, for which his Company had erected the costly 
power station at Poldhu. His face, watched by his assistant, showed 
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no sign of emotion. Suddenly there sounded the sharp click of the 
ting ‘ tapper ’ as it struck the ‘ coherer,’ showing that something 
was coming. Afte^ a short time, Mr. Marconi handed the telephone 
receiver to his companion': ‘ See if you can hear an 5 rthing, Mr. Kemp.’ 
‘ A moment later,’ says the writer of a picturesque account of this 
scene, ‘ faintly, and yet distinctly and unmistakably, came the three 
little clicks—the dots of the letter S, tapped out an instant before, 
in England.’ The victory over oce^n and space and Nature was 
won ! But not yet over man; fbr the Anglo-American Cable Company 
at once served him with an injunction to discontinue his experiments 
at Newfoundland, as constituting an infringement of their monopoly ; 
an unconscious tribute which the inventor valued more than all the 
congratulations that poured in upon him. When I'think of his ordeal 
in that little room, with the winter winds raging around, I am reminded 
of another patient, unconquerable figure, standing, in 1492, on the 
storm-swept poop of a Spanish ship, with the western gale beating 
in his teeth and the curses of his crew sounding in his ears. Columbus, 
too„was an Italian. 

The writer niay be excused for recalling with special pleasure 
the fact that on the Jfith of duly, I9()(). the first wireless message 
was sent across Bass’s Straits from the Australian mainland to 
Tasmania. But, after the eloquent S message whispered across the 
Atlantic, perhaps the most striking feat was the receipt in October 
last of a ‘ Marconigram ’ from England on H.M.S. Renown, escorting 
the Prince and Princess of Wales to India, at the entrance of the Suez 
Canal—a message which crossed alps, mountains, and cities of Europe. 

The following was the first ‘ official ’ wireless despatch sent across 
the Atlantic on the 19th of January, 1903, from Massachusetts by 
Mr. Roosevelt: 

To his Majesty King Edward the Seventh, Jjondon. - In taking advantage 
of the wonderful triumph of scientific research and ingenuity which lias been 
achieved in perfecting tlie system of wireless telegraphy, I express on behalf of 
the American people the most cordial greetings and good wishes to you and all 
the people of the British Empire. 

The Daily Telegraph publishes every morning an elaborate Marconi 
wureless weather report from every port of the Atlantic ; so that ships 
entering a storm zone may be warned from I^ondon. 

Before concluding, I venture to express a hope that I have written 
impartially, as I intended. That I have assigned the palm to Mr. 
Marconi is no proof of unfairness, for no unprejudiced person studying 
the facts could do otherwise. In self-justification 1 would quote the 
words of the American (U.S. Circuit Court) Judge Townsend in a 
patent action last year : 


It would seem, therefore, to be a sufficient answer to the attempts to 
belittle Marconi’s great invention that, with the whole scientific world 
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awakened by the disolosures of Hertz in 1887 to the new and undeveloped 
poBBibilities of electric waves, nine years elapsed without a single practical or 
commercially successful result, and Marconi was the first to describe and the 
first to achieve the traasmission of definite int^igible* signals by means of 
these Hertzian waves. 

There is no such thing as absolute originality in any field of human 
activity. Rowland Hill was greatly surprised to he£^r that another 
Hill had written in Cromwell’s time a pamphlet advocating Penny 
Postage (a copy of which is in the 'British Museum). But it was 
Rowland who carried the reform, against bitter opposition. Just as 
a great book embodies the collective wisdom of preceding writers, 
and fuses it into priceless gems of truth, so a great inventor, inter¬ 
preting a fact herc'and an idea there, deciphers one of Nature’s grand 
secrets, and unfolds the scroll for the benefit of his fellows. 

Tjct me once more express an earnest hope that the fruits of so 
much genius and labour will not be lightly sacrificed by this great 
country at the bidding of rapacious foreign Governments. 

• 

The Future of Wireless Telegraphy 

May 1 be allowed to sum up one or two considerations as to the 
probable influence of wireless telegraphy on the future of our race ? 

In the first place a severance of communication with any part 
of the earth—even the Antipodes—will henceforth be impossible. 
Storms that overthrow telegraph posts, and malice that cuts our 
cables, are impotent in the all-pervading ether. An explorer like 
Stanley in the tropical forest, or Geary amid ice-fields, will report 
daily progress in the Times. Every wandering tramp-steamer will 
have its wireless spar, and will be in constant touch with vessels 
that dot the ocean all about it. Sir William Precce’s dream of 
signalling to Mars may (say by utilising Niagara for the experiment) 
yet be realised. 

A governing fact is the cheapening of the new force. Everything 
essential to human happiness is cheap—air, water, the bountiful 
fruits of the earth—and electricity is no exception. Hitherto the 
cost of wires has kept this blessing from the bulk of mankind. Already 
the Marconi Company (in a letter which I possess) ofiers to telegraph 
to India at half the presemt rates, and Mr. Marconi promises messages 
to America *at a penny a word. The speed attained is twenty-five 
(or with two sets of apparatus, fifty) words per minute. 

For some timew wireless telegraphy will not replace wire and cable 
systems. But it will supplement and cheapen them, coming to their 
aid and the aid of humanity in case of mishap; and meanwhile cutting 
down rates. 

Our ultimate ideal must be instantaneous electrical communica¬ 
tion with every man on earth, ashore or afloat, at a cost within the 
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reach of everyone. To profit from this human necessity is as wrong 
as it would be to tax speaking or walking. It follows that all the 
machinery of the \rorld’s communications should belong to the State. 
Let our Government rise to the occasion and buy up all the British 
Cables and Wireless Company’s shares at the market price of the day 
on which this Review appears. Whether this suggestion will please 
those companies 1 know not. I have no pecuniary interest in any; 
my one thought is, as it always has been, to secure the best, cheapest, 
and most widely available communication between man and man. 

J. Henniker-Heaton. 
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AND IMPERIAL EI;DERATION 

'another colonial vie IV 


‘ To a Colonial on a voyage of exj'loration amongst the elder civilisa¬ 
tions of the globe, nothing offers a more fascinating interest than a 
study of the surviving racial characteristics of the English st«ck, 
from which we, the newer English, have sprung.’ ' These are the 
words of Mr. A. H. Adams, a New Zealander, in his article on the 
insularity of the English. After two years’ residence at Oxford, 
and travel in many counties of England, Scotland, Ireland and Wales, 
and in several Continental countries, 1 would rather write ; ‘ To a 
Rhodes scholar on a visit to the home of his fathers, nothing offers 
a more fascinating interest than a study of those distinguishing racial 
characteristics that have built up the basis of freedom and sanity on 
which the newer Colonial nationality may flourish.’ 

The former writer, illustrating his arguments with references 
to the climate, food, education and social life of this country, tries to 
show that thb English and Colonials are now racially distinct, and 
that the Colonials are superior. Ilis conclusion is that ^union is 
impossible between England and the (’olonies, except as an alliance 
of distinct nationalities. With many statements that are brought 
forward one m.iy heartily agree, but with the conclusion reached, and 
Muth the superior tone of the .article, most (\)lonials will be quite out 
of sympathy. The following comments on his article in the chief 
paper ^ of his native town will amuse English readers : 

The April aumber of ‘ The Nineteenth Century ’ has an article by Arthur H. 
Adams, an old Otago boy, holding up the mirror to the forty millions of home¬ 
grown British people for the purpose, amiable but hopeless, of showing them what 
poor degraded people»they are. The home-grown Englislnnan is a stay-at-home, 
8 stick-in-the-mud, inhabiting a tiny archipelago whichiiinits his whole mental 
outfit, gives him a coast-bound mind, restricts him to the most rudimentary 
ideas of traviel, forbids him to emerge from that earlier evolutionary stage in 

‘ Th£ Insularity of the English : A Colonial View. Arthur H. Adams. The 
Nineteenth Century, April 1906. 

* Otago Daily Times, Dunedin. 
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which man is a vegetable rooted to one spot. How much wider his outlook on 
life had he been favoured with the pfivileges of Arthur H. Adams 1 

Let US examine some of his statements. The English climate is, 
to say the least of it, trying. ‘ Three London fogs would lull a 
healthy Queenslander,’ he writes ; but is the comparison fair ? Three 
Queensland heat waves would certainly kill the majority of Londoners. 
Has not that very survival of the fittest, to which Mr, Adams refers, 
created a race that can laugh at Nature ? 

To be personal, my first winter in Oxford was trying to health 
and depressing to spirits. The second was neither; I hope the third 
will be positively exhilarating. Oxford has about as dull a climate 
as can be found in England; yet the Master of Balliol, Professor E. 
Caird, of whom none would say that ‘ climate had dimmed his life ’ 
or ‘ emaciated his mental outlook,’ declares that his health is never 
so good as at Oxford. The English climate is far from perfect, but 
surely it would be difficult to prove that it is detrimental to national 
intellect! 

What irony, too, for a Colonial to carp at an Englishman as a 
‘ ruddy, ponderously built product of centuries of meat-feeding.’ 
In Australia it is too hot to eat much meat, or even much food, but 
can a New Zealander from the land of ‘ Prime Canterbury ’ owe his 
racial characteristics to abstemiousness in meat ? The shearer, 
whose habit it is never to eat his mutton cold, but to have a fresh 
hot joint for every meal, will eat more meat this century than his 
ancestors have eaten in the last two, and, if Mr. Adams’ statements 
are justifiable, where will our poor New Zealand be then ? 

But these things are accidents of environment: his real quarrel 
is with the educational system of this country as typified in Oxford, 
and with the social life in the homes from which Oxford men come. 
He is horrified because Oxford teaches ‘ tone,’ while the New Zealand 
University does not. 

‘ Questions of “ tone,” of demeanour, of manners and dress do not 
enter into the New Zealand curriculum.’ Taking New Zealand first, 
as a graduate of the New Zealand University I caimot agree that the 
‘ University has but one purpose, the teaching of useful knowledge.’ 
Is his paraphrase of ‘ useful knowledge ’ £or ‘ sound learning ’ quite 
just ? Although from force of circumstances most Colonial students 
undertake a course of study primarily to fit themselves better for 
wiiming a livelihood, few, if any, do not hope and believe that their 
studies and the college life will give them a culture which they could 
not otherwise attain. Does not the movement for residential colleges, 
so much afoot in New Zealand at present, show that the want of this 
culture is felt ? Does not the keen competition for the Rhodes 
Scholarship show that the students themselves appreciate the value 
of the Oxford system ? Does not the frequent election of English 
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graduates to the Professorial Chairs of the various Colonial colleges 
show that the governing bodies are* alive to the^ same need ? Are 
there not in New Zealand two successful secondary schools, modelled 
on the English public schools, which can draw boys from all parts 
of the country simply frpm their reputation for tone ? Questions of 
tone, of demeanour, of manner and dress—in short, of that unique 
type called the English gentleman—do not in themselves enter into 
the Oxford curriculum; and what is «[iore, they do not enter in an 
inordinate degree into the mind of the undergraduate. There are 
snobs at Oxford, as elsewhere, and perhaps more than elsewhere, 
and it is the misfortune of Oxford to be judged in the Colonies by 
these aberrant types. Rut for a healthy full life, under favourable 
formative influences, there is nothing to come up to the two English 
Universities. The wonderful thing is that the tone, the distinctive 
qualities that make ‘ an Oxford man ’ (and the same naturally applies 
to Cambridge), come all unconsciously. One recognises a something 
in the other men that one does not recognise in oneself. This 
‘ spirit ’ may be due to the old world-surroimdings, to the association 
with the wise men of the past and present, or to the intercourse and 
shoulder-rubbing with one’s fellows, probably in some degree to all. 
But it comes to everyone who lives the ordinary undergraduate life, 
unless he be by nature a cad. 

Mr. Adams’ remarks on the Indian Civil Service show a lack of 
appreciation and sympathy for some of England’s greatest unknown 
statesmen which can only excite wonder in those who, like the writer, 
number Indian civilians of the past, the present, and the future 
among their best friends. 

‘ Oxford,’ he continues, ‘ crushes out individuality.’ ‘ There are 
brilliant men in Oxford, but they are all brilliant in the same way.’ 
One is tempted to speculate whether this typical brilliance Mr. Adams 
condemns is not merely a specially bright side of the Oxford ‘ tone ’ 
he deprecates, and the lack of individuality he deplores merely a want 
of ‘ push ’ and ‘ cheek,’ which he would like Englishmen to think is 
the Colonial characteristic. 

‘ The tremendous cult of sport, the almost sacerdotal ritual of 
athletics, are in the newer nations almost unknown.’ 

The average New Zealand boy is every bit as keen on sport as is 
the English public-school boy. The hero-worship of the New Zealand 
football team far exceeds that given to Blues, while it is a byw^ord 
in New Zealand t^at the national religion of Australia is sport. 

In Oxford sport takes a great place in th^ undergraduate life. 
Blues certainly receive a great deal more respect than they often 
deserve. But even here there is a purer element of sport than is to 
be found in the Colonies. Nearly all men play some game for love 
of it, and for exercise, while the crowd of ‘ barrackers ’ and the 
gambling touts that characterise Australian sport are almost unknown. 
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Sport, after all, has a legitimate place in ’Varsity life. Apart from 
the advantage to limb and muscle, it is a most valuable disciplinary 
agency. It must be recagnised, too, that sport has become a part of 
national life. It is necessary that some form of ‘ gymnastics,’ in the 
wide Platonic sense, should be popular in a country where population 
is crowded, and the great danger of professionalism seems almost 
inevitable. It is fitting,‘therefore, that sport should take its right 
place in ’Varsity life, and that^the ’Varsities should be the staunchest 
bulwarks against its dangers. At Queen’s Club, at Putney, one 
can rely on the game being played and the race rowed in the best 
of spirits and with the Situbbornest endeavour, no slacking, no 
malingering, no foul play. 

‘ A corollary to the Oxford discipline is the English country life.’ 

And seeing it is so, I need not enter into details. His picture of 
the English family is successful—as. a caricature. But lest the 
English girl should think that all Colonials are as ungallant, or have 
been as unlucky in their acquaintances as Mr. Adams, let me pay 
my humble homage to the beauty and charm of the girls, the hos¬ 
pitality, the individuality, the knowledge of such English home life 
as I have been privileged to enjoy. 

Enough has been said to show that Mr. Adams has greatly over¬ 
stated his case against the Englishman. Yet there is a substratum of 
truth in his indictment. The English climate is bad, and may be 
conducive to stolidity. There is a certain amount of insular pride, 
class prejudice, stiffness and want of initiative in the English, taken 
as a whole. Travel and new conditions of life are no doubt the best 
correctives. On the other hand, the English race has a history 
behind it, a history of which any race might feel proud, and of which 
it is the misfortune of the Colonial to be largely ignorant and unsym¬ 
pathetic. The Englishman is insular because he lives in an island; 
so is th<f Japanese ; and so let us hope will become the New Zealander, 
for ‘ a tight little island ’ and a glorious history seem to be causally 
connected. 

Let no Colonial ever forget to whom he owes the healthy conditions 
of his national life, the settled law, the open Bible and religious 
liberty, the freedom of the press, the literature he inherits. He 
starts with a freedom of the individual that has taken his parent 
race a thousand years to fight for, a fight of which the scars still re¬ 
main in the social system of the parent land. He starts with a 
superabundance of virgin land, won for him by the daring and hard¬ 
ships of his parents, Englishmen born and bred. He starts with a 
healthy stock of vigorous manhood inevitable from the early con¬ 
ditions of colonisation. He starts with a freedom from poverty and 
overcrowding in badly built cities, with all the experience of the 
centuries to warn him from their dangers. One generation gives 
him freedom from that Conservatism that is both the strength and 
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danger of English life, and shall our New Zealander after one brief 
generation begin to upbraid his Mqtherland for her slower develop¬ 
ment and her differept political ideals ? * # 

After all, is his own development on t!he right lines ? Arc the 
Labour laws of New Zealand so dear to the majority of her inhabitants 
and are they so absolutely sane as Mr. Adams assumes ? That they 
are in the main just and sane I personally believe,* but the spirit 
in which they have been won,* that of pure class selfishness, is one 
which any thoughtful man must regard with grave mistrust. Oppo¬ 
sition to immigration and disregard for the development of industries, 
characteristics of our Labour party, may yet cost New Zealand many 
a year of depression. 

Coming from a younger country, where social distinctions arc not 
so sharp or insuperable, and where the political parties are not so 
fixed, the first things to strike a Colonial are the stiffness and the 
Conservatism of the Erglisn, or rather they are the first things he 
looks for. With good fortune, he soon finds that the personal quality 
of stiffTiebs is rather rare, or, if present, very much on the surface. 
The average Englishman is a man of the same flesh and blood, pas¬ 
sions, interests and ambitions as the C{)lonial. He is as keenly alive 
to the pleasures and duties of life, and to the fact that ho must 
exert himself to win a place in the world. He differs in initiative, 
mainly because he has less self-confidence, and shrinks from self- 
assertion. 

The Colonial, however, must disagree wdth the English party 
system, or rather with the sjiirit in which it is observed. That it is 
iK'cessary for a jiarty to combine on more than one question is easily 
comprehensible, but to take one’s ideas from one’s party, as so many 
seem to do, is quite against his independent spirit. But with the 
true Conservative spirit, without regard to party, the Colonial who 
stays long enough in England must fall frankly in love. Its saundness, 
its freedom from rash experiment, its careful weighing of the stakes 
at issue, its wdsh to perpetuate all the hard won liberties of the 
race, all these apjieal to the sober judgment. The admiration of this 
sjiirit is aided largely by the veneration which the grey monuments 
of history call forth, the soaring cathedrals and towered castles. 
It is this spirit of Conservatism, a danger though it is in a coxmtry so 
full of social^ inequality and evil, that is wanting in the younger 
generation of the Colonies. Let us hope Mr. Rhodes’ scheme will 
help to introduce it to them. 

The idea that •Federation of Great Britain and the Colonies is 
impossible is much exaggerated, and does little justice to the 
feeling in the Colonies. If there is a white man’s biuden to be 
borne, am I not a white man ? If there is a British Empire to be 
built up and defended, shall I as a Colonial be shut out ? As a 
Colonial I demand my rightful share in the government of the Empire, 

VoL, IjX.—N u. G G 
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I demand the right to suffer and to make sacrifices for its sake. 
I know that I speak in the name, of the great majority of Colonials. 

These are, of course, though they come from the heart, mere words, 
and some practical suggestion is wanted. To a Colonial nothing 
seems simpler than that there should be an Imperial Parliament or 
Council of the Empire, in which should be vWted full powers to deal 
with all Imperial matters—the defence of the Empire, Imperial trade 
and communications, foreign pplicy, and the taxation of the Empire 
for all necessary purposes. Willingly then would the Colonies contri¬ 
bute their fair share of men, money and brains to the Army and Navy. 
Relieved of these weighty gnd ever pressing matters, the British 
Houses of Parliament would be better able to cope efficiently with the 
burden of local legislation and the aggravated problems of social 
inequality. The chief difficulty in the way of this Imperial Parliament 
is the high veneration with wliich the British Houses are regarded, 
and the fear of British supremacy being weakened. In fifty years the 
population of the Colonies may exceed that of the British Isles, and in 
this Parliament of the Empire, the British Empire, is Britain going 
to take a subordinate place ? Things seem very well as they arc, 
say the parochial M.P.s; the Emjure is well run, the Colonies get 
protection without paying for it; why should they want more ? But 
the Colonies ask whether it is wise to treat growing youths as children 
if you wish to keep their respect and affection. Soon we shall be 
grown up, and shall then demand a voice in our own relations with 
the world. 

The suggestion I bring forward is one that does justice to each 
point of view. Let the Colonies recognise that Britain has built 
up the Empire, and has governed it on the whole wisely. By every 
right of possession she is entitled to the largest voice in its dii'ection. 
Let us have a Parliament of the Empire, a Parliament of two houses, 
thus preserving the Conservative spirit of the British Constitution. 
Let the House of Commons of the Empire be such as has been fre¬ 
quently advocated, composed of representatives on some suitable 
basis from Great Britain, India and the Colonies, and let it have 
functions similar to those of the British House of Commons. Let the 
H(»u8e of Lords of the Empire be elected by the British Government, 
and have similar functions to those of the I^ouse of Lords, holding its 
position in the eyes of the public (the Colonies) by a similar record of 
single-hearted service to the Empire. Then need the British nation 
have no fear that the balance of power will ever depart from its hands, 
while the Colonials’ fullest aspiratioiiS will be satisfied. 


Bl. John's Colleye, Oxford. 


J. Allan Thomson 

(lihodcs Bcholar). 
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Much has occurred lately to bring into prominence the subject of 
Religious Revivals. We have watched the strange phenomena of 
the revival in Wales, and have tried to analyse the forces at work. 
We have attempted to 'Taco their relation to human nature in its 
normal condition, and to estimate what elements of permanent value 
are likely to emerge from the exceptional conditions under which 
t,hc roAuval itself takes place. A study of the Welsh Revival leaves 
the impression that we are in the presence of psychological forces 
which we only vaguely understand. But we shall at least recog¬ 
nise that for the appearance of a religious revival two things are 
necessary—tlui Time and the Man. There must be some element in 
the conditions of the time which will induce in the people a readi¬ 
ness to yield to deep emotion, like a train of powder ready to be 
fired ; and then there must apr^ear the man who has the special 
qualities that will enalfie him to fire the train. 

Ihis has always been the case with the religious revivals of the 
past. And history never fails to throw light upon present problems. 
It may therefore be of interest, in this coimection, to recall the story 
of a great religious revival which belongs to that fascinating period 
of transition when the mediaeval world was passing away and the 
world of modern thought and life was coming to the birth. The 
religious revival, moreover, associated with the name of Savonarola 
bas a special interest, in respect of both the character of the time and 
the personality of the man. 

For the student of hiunan progress the fifteenth century must 
always posse,ss a peculiar interest. It witnessed the birth-throes of 
a new world, the breaking of the fetters of mediaeval thought, the 
growth of a new knowledge, the widening of the horizon of life. The 
Italian Renaissance, rendered glorious by those jnarvcllous products 
of art which must make its memory immortal, is at the same time 
full of the. deepest interest on its historical side. Let us examine 
some of the elements which give it its special character. 

Constantinople, till then the focus of Greek learning, had in 145.3 
fallen before the Turks. The scholars of Eastern Christendom, 
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driven from their homes, took refuge in the West. Many of them 
came to Italy, bringing with them precious MSS. of the Greek classics, 
treasures of which Jtalian.learning had long lost* sight. A new realm 
of thought was thus opened out before scholars, who till then had 
studied Aristotle through the distorted medium of Arabic com¬ 
mentators. A new revelation of beauty lay outspread before their 
eyes. 

What was the effect of this new culture ? On the artistic and 
intellectual side the result was to give a wonderful stimulus through¬ 
out educated Italy. On the moral side the high estimation in which 
the classics were held was taken as giving a sanction to pagan vices. 
On the religious side there was manifested a desire to return to 
paganism, and Marsilio Ficino, the great Florentine philosopher, 
wrote a treatise in which paganism and Christianity were treated as 
almost convertible terms. 

And what of the Church during this period ? The Church was 
the one institution which, in the Middle Ages, stood before all others 
in outward distinction and magnificence. It claimed and exercised 
complete dominion over thought. True, its prestige had been greatly 
lowered by the Avignon captivity, but its power was still very great 
and its spiritual sway still undisputed. The terrors of Church cen¬ 
sures were still very real, and in the powers of excommunication and 
of interdict the Church held a weapon that could be used with 
tremendous effect. 

But the Church, outwardly so powerful, was inwardly a mass of 
corruption. An almost complete divorce of religion from morals had 
taken place. Superstition has been defined as the expectation of 
supernatural results without moral co-operation, and, in this sense, 
superstition was supreme. The Sacraments were treated as mechanical 
agencies which would produce their effect without any moral co- 
operatiori on the part of the recipients. The corruption of the Roman 
C^ria was almost beyond belief, and reached in Alexander Borgia its 
nadir of infamy. 

In Italy, then, the Church was regarded with superstitious awe, 
was largely a power for evil, and was almost entirely inoperative as a 
pUhv^er for good. 

But in the closing decades of the fifteenth century the old and the 
new were engaged in a struggle, of which the significance could not 
yet be fully seen. Indeed, the tendency might have seemed, at first 
sight, to be not towards the birth of a new world, but the re-birth of 
the old ; not the forming of a new civilisation, a new philosophy, 
but a return to that of ancient Greece ; not the setting free of thought, 
but the exchange of one bondage for another, of scholasticism for 
Platonism. 

But the sway of Platonism was only a phase of the movement. 
The true forces lay df'cper. A vast movement was on foot to break 
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through the old chain of superstition and of false scholastic method, 
and to set Europe free for an intellectual and religious advance. Of 
this movement Savonarola was, half-consqiously* half-unconsciously, 
the prophet and the martyr. 

It was at the darkest moment of religious corruption in the fifteenth 
century that a voice was heard echoing through Italy and proclaiming, 
with reiterated emphasis, three assertions: ‘ The Ghurch shall be 
scourged,’ ‘ The Church shall* be regenerated,’ ‘ These things shall 
happen swiftly.’ It was the voice of a Dominican monk. Fra Giro¬ 
lamo Savonarola, of Ferrara, and the words quoted were the three 
great ‘ conclusions ’ (for so he called them) which were to form the 
burden of his 'preaching to the end. 

He was born at Ferrara in 1452, and brought up at the court of 
the Marquis, his grandfather Michele having been Court physician. 
His training had been the accepted education of the times in scholastic 
philosophy. He becan c a master of the methods of St, Thomas 
Aquinas, and was destined for a brilliant life in the world. But the 
world, with its corruptions, had no attraction for him, and iff was 
inevitable that he should enter the cloister. So in 1474 he was re¬ 
ceived into the Dominican monastery at Bologna, and after seven 
years came to Florence, where he entered the convent of St. Mark. 

To the modern visitor the stones of Florence seem to speak of 
Savonarola at every turn. To stand in the convent of St. Mark— 
now, alas ! a museum—is to bring back vividly the memory of the 
greatest of its i)riors, with those prominent features so well known 
to us through Fra Bartolommeo’s portrait. We study the frescoes 
of Fra Angelico on its walls, and we remember that it was upon them 
that the eyes of Savonarola, too, were accustomed to rest. The calm, 
unquestioning faith they show must have given many a message of 
encouragement to the hard-pressed monk in his great struggle. We 
stand in San Lorenzo, and we think of it as the scene of his failure ; 
in the Duomo, and it recalls the marvels of his success. Once again 
it seems to be alive with the throng of upturned faces, with eyes 
fixed upon the preacher, who holds them spellbound by his words. 
Wo gaze at that strange tower of the Palazzo Vecchio, and we think 
of that cell, high up within its walls, where with tortured body, but 
soul unshaken, the last hours were spent in composing his medita¬ 
tions on the; fifty-first Psalm; or we stand in the Piazza Signoria, 
and seem to see again that cross-shaped gibbet upon which, as a 
martyr, he died. 

Let us recall fhe circumstances under which Savonarola arrived 
ill Florence. The city was under the despotic rule of Lorenzo de’ 
Medici. Tliough keeping the forms of a republic, the Medici family 
had, in fact, usurped the entire power of government. Their rule 
was a tyrannical one, involving the grinding down of the poor by 
arbitrary taxes, and the oppression or exile of all who were not of 
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their party. In the character of Lorenzo the Magnificent appears a 
curious medley— on the one side .an enlightened patronage of learning 
and of the arts, on the other a degrading licentiousness. The intel¬ 
lectual atmosphere which he encouraged was one of Platonic philo¬ 
sophy and classical culture. The Bible was condemned as bad Latin. 
The scholar and the dilettante refused to read it for fear of corrupting 
the purity of their style. ' 

Such were the leaders of thojught ahd of manners w’hen Savonarola 
came to Florence in 1481. Society was licentious, the Church was 
utterly corrupt. No voice was heard in the pulpit to condemn the 
crying sins of the day. Sepnons, indeed, were readily listened to 
provided that the preacher was not guilty of the bad taste of re- 
buldng immorality, and provided always that his style followed the 
correct classical models, so that his words might provide an oratorical 
feast for the fastidious ears of his cultured hearers. 

We need not then be surprised that, when in 1482 Savonarola was 
appointed Lent preacher in San Lorenzo, he should have completely 
failed to hold his audience. It was no time, he felt, for soft words 
and rounded periods such as were employed by the fashionable* 
preachers of the day, who, with apt quotations from Plato and allu¬ 
sions to pagan mythology, attracted audiences large in proportion to 
the correctness of their style. But the rugged speech of Savonarola 
did not please these fastidious admirers of classical diction. They 
smiled at his denunciations or met them with a stony stare of indift’er- 
ence. His day had not yet come. 

He left Florence, sick at heart at the corruptions of the Chunjh 
and of society and at his failure to reach the people. For seven years 
he worked in the towns of North Italy, and then in 1489 he was recalled 
to Florence by his superiors, apparently at the request of Lorenzo 
himself. 

At this point let us pause in the narrative to try to estimate his 
character and his equipment for his work. 

We notice first of all his vivid faith, which shows itself in a 
deep spirit of devotion, in an overmastering sense of the immediate 
presence of God. His belief is strong in God’s providence and justice ; 
hfe conviction is deep that God’s justice must and shall be vindicated ; 
the wicked shall be punished. His three central ‘ conclusions ’ may 
be said to be the outcome of these general principles, i The Church 
shall be scourged,’ ‘ The Church shall be regenerated,’ ‘ These things 
shall happen swiftly.’ But, unfortunately, he did not rest content 
with declaring his ‘.conclusions.’ He laid dowm the w'ay in which 
they were to be realised. He is not content with saying ‘ God’s 
justice shall be vindicated.’ He declares the specific worldly means 
through which this shall be done. Thus he claims the gift of prophecy. 
And certainly, in a most remarkable way, his prophecies seemed to 
find fulfilment. Thus, when in 1491 a deputation of distinguished 
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Florentine citizens was sent to him by Lorenzo, to induce him to 
modify his denunciations, he foretold, what then seemed most un¬ 
likely, the early deaths of Lorenzo timself, of the^ope, and of the 
King of Naples. This prophecy, which is well authenticated, received 
a striking fulfilment. In the next year, 1492, Lorenzo and Inno¬ 
cent the Eighth both di4d, and in 1494 Ferdinand of Naples followed 
them to the grave. 

Connected with his belief in his gift oE prophecy is his belief in 
visions. These are sometimes striking, sometimes fantastic. They 
are made from time to time the subject of his sermons. Thus, for 
instance, he sees a hand stretched out from heaven holding a sword, 
directed towards a city on the earth, and bearing the words ‘ Gladius 
Domini super terra’m cito et velocitcr ’—a vision which has an obvious 
bearing upon his ‘ conclusions,’ the city probably being Rome. 

And, once again, this same mystic temperament leads him eagerly 
to expect a miracle.. To one* who believes that God constantly speaks 
to liim through visions, the expectation of miracle becomes natural. 
So we ^ead of that strange scene in the Piazza of St. Mark, in wdiich 
he stands aloft in the pulpit, facing the vast throng with the Host 
in his hands, and invites a thunderbolt from the blue sky above to 
.strike him down if his words have been false. It is true he never said 
that a miracle would take place, but fhe possibility was ever present 
to him, and so, when circumstances began to turn against him, he 
had laid himself open to the taunt: ‘ Prophet, show us your miracle.’ 

It is this element in Savonarola’s character which marks him so 
clearly as belonging to a period of transition. lie is still in great 
measure the child of the Middle Ages, though at the same time the 
prophet of the new era. His strength lies in his deep spirituality, 
his intense earnestness, his fearlessness, his hatred of evil, and his 
love of the people ; his weakness in the insecurity of his visionary 
and prophetic claims, and liis proneness to arrive at the uonclusion 
that God must work in a particular way. 

When Savonarola returned to Florence in 1480 he quickly caught 
the car of the people. Doubtless his preaching was by this time 
more matured. In any case, his tcn'ible denunciations and earnest 
exhortations, which echoed through tSt. Mark’s like the words of 
some Old Testament prophet, drew a crowd of hearers, which soon 
exceeded the capacity of the convent church. So in Lent 1491 his 
voice was first heard in the Duomo. What a wonderful sight must 
those vast and ever-increasing audiences have been, which day after 
day through Lcnt*throngcd tlie great church, to listen to his warnings 
and his call! Utterly fearless, he spares none ; neither those who 
have sold .the Church, nor scholars with their immoral lives, nor 
those guilty of oppression in high places, nor even Lorenzo himself. 

What was the effect upon Lorenzo 1 He was compelled to admire 
the fearless monk. By overtures of friendsliip, he tried to seduce 
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him, but in vain. He then selected one of his courtier preachers, 
Fra Mariano, to denounce the new prophet from the pulpit. But 
Mariano’s intemppi'ate lan^guage recoiled upon hijnself, and Savonarola 
was unscathed. Very remarkable is the scene of the following year, 
historic in fact, though probably apocryphal in detail, when Lorenzo, 
lying on his death-bed, sends for the fearlbss monk, now Prior of 
St. Mark’s, as being the only priest whoso absolution would satisfy 
him. All others would be afraid to speak truth to him. Savonarola 
alone could be trusted. But Lorenzo, it is said, refused to make the 
restitution demanded of him, and Savonarola left the presence of the 
dying man without pronouncing absolution. 

The worthless character of Piero de’ Medici, Lorenzo's successor, 
produced a deepening discontent among the people of Florence and 
an increasing eagerness to hear Savonarola’s sermons. They listened 
spellbound to his denunciations and his prophecies of coming punish¬ 
ment. And, indeed, his words seemed likely to, be swiftly verified. 
For the rumour spread that Charles the Eighth, the new King of 
France, had resolved to invade Italy, in pursuit of his fantastic claims 
to the crown of Naples. In tliis threatened invasion Savonarola saw 
the hand of God. Charles was a new (b'rns, through whom the 
Church was to be purged of its corrujAions. And so he hailed Ills 
coming and, from the pulpit, welcomed the approach of the French 
army as the agent of God. 

It is easy to be wise after the (*vent. We can see the evil wlii(;h 
the coming of the French brouglit to Italy. We may say that 
Savonarola was too hasty in hailing the expedition, when he knew so 
little of the character of Charles ; t hat he was too eager to sec in this 
invasion the fulfilment of his ])rophecy. But at all cvvents the imme¬ 
diate re.sult, in the confu.sion that followed the near approach of the 
French and the flight and treachery of Piero, was to greally strengthen 
the Frattt’s po.sition. For he alone possessed the confidence of the 
citizens; to him alone could they turn for advice. At this moment 
of popular fury and indignation against the Medici, the smallest pro¬ 
vocation would have led them to sack the rich houses of their oppre.ssors 
and the streets of Florence would have been red with blood. But, by 
a ^wonderful display of moral force, the Prior of St. Mark’s held the 
great multitude in perfect control. Never had there been such a 
revolution in Florence as this, by which the Medici were expelled. 
Not a drop of blood was shed. The triumph of the Fratc was com¬ 
plete. It was a triumph of moral forces over brute passions. 

Nor did his work end there. His leadership wasi*still indi.spensablc. 
He must go to the French camp as ambassador of the city, for he 
alone can influence the King; he must reconstruct the government 
of the city; the building up of the new Florentine Ilcpuhlic must 
be his work. He alone was competent to undertake it. 

For the old instincts of government had been cru.shed out of l.he 
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people by sixty years of Medicean oppression. How, then, were they 
to set about establisliing their new institutions ? Bewilderment and 
hesitation marked the anxious deliberations of the ’^nory^ And so 
it came about that the one man who possessed the confidence of the 
people was constrained to lead. Savonarola felt driven by stress of 
events to take his place in politics. Ilis motive is clear. He entered 
politics because he felt that they were intimately associated with 
morality. It was essential to establish^ a form of government which 
would exclude the Medicean despotism, with its licentiousness and 
oppression. He has been blamed for his interference. But his action 
is certainly not to be judged by twentieth-century notions. Our 
own long line 6f ecclesiastical statesmen from Dunstan to Wolsey 
reminds us that, when ideas of civil government are as yet undeveloped, 
the Church may usefully act as the guardian of the State, and its 
representatives shape its politics. Certainly Savonarola, with his 
extraordinary knowledge aftairs, his political acumen, and his keen 
insight into Florentine institutions and into the character of the 
Florentine people, was able to render great service to the city in the 
reconstruction of its government upon sound democratic lines after 
the expulsion of the Medici. 

This political work, however, was but subordinate to Savonarola’s 
main object—the reform of moral life. During Lent 1495 he preached 
a wonderful course of sermons on the Book of Job. His deep earnest- 
ne.ss, the mystery of his revelations and visions, filled men with the 
vivid sense that lierc was a man who held converse with God, wliose 
prophecies had been fulfilled, who was now speaking with God’s 
message. As Lent advanced, his form became emaciated, but his eye 
burnt with fiercer fire. His appeal became more penetrating, his 
words more passionate. Now he held the Crucifix aloft, appealing 
to the vast throng by the love of God, now he threw himself forward 
in the pulpit with arms outstretched as though his own 1 ova for the 
people would gather them to himself from the paths of sin. And 
how wonderftil was the result! The city seemed utterly changed. 
Kibaldry and licentiousness disap]iearcd from the streets, and the 
churches were crowded with worshippers, the poor-boxes filled with 
alms. Fra Girolamo’s triumph seemed complete. It was a religious 
revival indeed! 

But already there were signs of the coming change. Savonarola 
could see beneath the surface. He himself never seems to have been 
in doubt as to his end. He must die a martyr’s death. Such a 
mission as his could *have no other close. 

Let us trace the elements of the growing enmity to his work. Within 
the city itself the party of the Arrabbiati were his bitter enemies. 
They were the party of aristocratic licentiousness, who hated the 
Frate for the double reason that it was his influence that had liberalised 
the city institutions, and that he had now suppressed the open 
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flaunting of vice and licence. Even as early as December 1494 they 
had managed to secure a brief from Rome, ordering Savonarola to 
leave Florence. ^ There were many dissolute young men among them 
who longed to Cbmpass' the ruin of the man who had made their 
lives dull by his successful crusade against immorality. 

But Fra Girolamo’s enemies within the city found a powerful 
ally in the Pope. It is easy to imagine the fury of Alexander Borgia 
against the man who dared to denounce the corruptions of the Church. 
Indeed, the Papacy had reached the lowest depth of degradation, 
Sixtus the Fourth, Innocent the Eighth, and Alexander the Sixth 
sat in succession in the chair of St. Peter. The Papacy could not 
sink lower. Alexander was the father of six or seven children; 
he owed his election to unblushing simony, the votes of the cardinals 
naving been shamelessly bought. What wonder then that his fury 
blazed out against the man who dared to denounce the sins of the 
Curia and the clergy, and whose avowed aim^it was to secure the 
summoning of a general council for the purpose of reforming 
the Church ? 

We can understand the difficulty in which Savonarola, as a loyal 
son of the Church, was placed by his conflict with the Pope. He was 
forbidden to preach, and he obeyed. But doubts began to shape 
themselves in his mind. Was obedience a duty ? Was Alexander 
really Pope ? Did not simony invalidate the election ? But still he 
continued to obey; still he kept silence, wliile the pcojjlc of Florence 
became increasingly anxious to hear his voice. At last the Signory 
obtained from Rome the removal of the inhibition, and decreed that 
the Frate should preach in the Duomo during the coming Lent, 149G. 
That vast interior must have presented a wonderful sight when 
Savonarola returned to the pulpit after his enforced silence. The 
floor was packed from end to end, while all around the walls wooden 
galleries had been erected and were crowded with children. Y(;t even 
then his life was in danger from attacks by the Arrabbiati. 

A change had necessarily come over his sermons. He could no 
longer speak simply of morality. He had to justify his action in 
regard to Rome. So he made emphatic statements of his Catholic 
obedience and liis submission to the authority of the (!hurch. But he 
qualifeed the duty of obedience. The Pope may not give any com¬ 
mands contrary to faith or charity. If he should do so, it becomes a 
duty to disobey. 

Meanwhile the hostility of the Pope, carefully fomented by the 
Friar’s enemies at Rome, became daily more intense. Moreover, the 
party hostile to him in Florence itself was growing in strength, and 
on Ascension Day, 1497, they were able to raise a riot agjiinst him and 
to defile the pulpit in which he was to preach. Tliis evidence of 
enmity against Savonarola led the Pope to believe that the time had 
now come for extreme measures. So, on the 13th of May 1407, a 
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brief of excommunication was launched against the Friar, and the 
city was threatened with an interdict if the excommunication were 
not observed. Thus, itt a moment, the Arrabbiati beq^itno triumphant, 
and immorality once more flaunted itself in the streets. Savonarola 
was silenced. At Christmas, however, he determined to celebrate 
and preach. The ^ixcommunication, he said, was invalid; it would 
be wrong to observe it any longer; Alexander was no true Pope. 
But once again he was compelled *to be silent. The Signory, dreading 
the effect of an interdict upon the commerce of their city, held that 
the preaching must be forbidden. 

From this time forward events hurried rapidly to the close. The 
drama was broiight.to a swifter finish by the strange event of the 
Ordeal by Fire. But even apart from that humiliating fiasco, the 
enmity of the Arrabbiati and of the Pope must soon have compassed 
his fall. On the 8th of April. 1498, the day after the failure of the 
Ordeal, the Cornpagnacci made an attack upon St. Mark’s. Then 
came the surrender of Savonarola to the Signory; then the terrible 
weeks of trial, torture, and falsification of evidence, closed by tlie 
martyrdom on the 2.‘>rd of May. 

What, then, is the significance of Savonarola’s life ? What was 
the permanent value of the religious revival wliich he inspired ? As 
prophet, preacher, visionary, mystic, politician, martyr, he presents 
an extraordinary personality. He is a creation of the times of tran¬ 
sition in which he lived, showing on the one side the old view of nature, 
the old philosophy, artificial methods of reasoning from artificial 
premises. Yet in his contact with real life, its needs, its corruptions, 
he asserts his freedom. A human heart beats in his breast, a human 
soul seeks for God and strives to lead men to righteousness, feeling 
dimly the birth jaf a new world and desiring to lead his people towards 
it. He accepts without questioning the ecclesiastical system of his 
day. Even when resisting the excommunication, he asserts his sub¬ 
mission to the Cathohe (Church. He had no thought of a schism. 
He longed to reform the Church from within. He failed. 

If only he had succeeded, how glorious might have been the futme 
of Christendom! 'Fhc outward unity of the Church might then have 
been preserved. But it was not to be so. The Church, as he had 
said, was to be scourged, an^ in a terrible way. Division was to rend 
the robe of Christ. 

Savonarola died a martyr, as was inevitable. He seemed to have 
failed. But assuredly his life and preaching were not in vain. Many 
souls must have been drawn to God, many lives saved from ruin by 
his influence ; there must have been many who fo\md in him a rock 
on which to lean in those strange days, wdien the very foundations of 
thought seemed to be brokem up, when infidelity and immorality held 
almost undisputed sway, when a new world was coming to the birth. 
It was indeed a Time which called for a religious revival, and with 
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the need there arose the Man, who in wonderful measure was able to 
respond to the call. • 

It would bn^well if jninisters of religion of the present day would 
seek an inspiration from the work of the great Dominican, a true 
Domini canis or watch-dog of the Lord. Let them learn from him 
to study the special conditions of the times in,which they live, so 
that their nicssage may be real. Let them remember that they are 
citizens as well as clergy, aijd thaf no true interest of the people is 
alien from their work. 

J. C. V. Durell. 
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One evening, lat*e in^the year 1882, two very small boys were sitting 
on the stairs in a London house, junketing merrily on an assortment of 
viands and delicacies purloined from the dining-room, where a dinner 
party was proceeding, yet witt much dread in the inner man. For 
the first time in their lives stern reality fronted them. On the morrow 
at 9 A.M. they were to begin life by initiation into the past. The 
golden age was over, the gossamer reign of licit irresponsibility ; 
they were to have a tutor. No wonder if a few tears—the last tears 
of babyhood—fell sympathetically into the champagne glass beside 
them. The talk was of thwackings and impositions. 

Punctually to the minute on the next day the front door bell 
rang. How vividly T can recall the agony of suspense ensuing ! My 
brother, who even at that age was ever drawing, broke his slate pencil ; 
we rose as the door opened, and there walked into the room one of the 
gentlest looking beings we had ever seen. With the instinctive per¬ 
ception of children we measured our man at a glance. Before the 
lesson began we had both ceased to fear him, long before it was finished 
he had become a dear friend. He talked to us of the Greeks and 
Romans with boisterous enthusiasm; gave us quaint Latin termina¬ 
tions to our names, and we, struck by his gentleness and the singular 
pathos of his countenance, retorted with ‘ Gissinus-y creature ’—and 
as such he was known to us to the very end. 

Tall, spare, and lissom of movement, George Gissing had a marked 
personality even then. Here is a conscious autobiographical portrait 
of himself taken from his first novel. Workers in. the Dawn. ‘ His eyes 
were of light blue, his nose,was of a Grecian typo, his lips and chin 
were moulded in form expressive of extreme sensibility and gentleness 
of disposition, showing traces, moreover, of instability in moral 
character.’ Thick, brown hair clustered round a brow of noble shape ; 
his head was well shaped. Though his checks lacked colour he looked 
healthy, strong and vigorous. His facial expres.sion was extra¬ 
ordinarily mobile, sensitive, and intellectual. I have never seen so 
sad and pathetic a face. In repose his features contracted into a 
look of ineffable dreariness, sorrow and affliction, of mute submissness 
and despair. Yet it was a noble face, dignified, delicate, sensuous, 
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thoughtful. And then it would flash and light up, and the eyes 
would beam in radiant transport, and tlie misanthrope would become 
a tempestuous ^clioolbQy, and he would thump the table and posi¬ 
tively shout with buoyant exuberance. For there was ever laughter 
in his heart—spontaneous, boisterous, sincere laughter. Gissing, 
the sad man, had the zest of life, and with it its joy. At times he 
would laugh' so uproariously at lessons that my father, at work in 
the adjoining room, would copne in'eo see what was amiss. And the 
Homeric joke would be repeated and we would all laugh the louder 
and merrier. 

Let me say at once that it is no purpose of mine to lift the veil 
of mystery overhanging Mr. Gissing's life, to disturb what Michelet 
called le di'sint'rcssement des tmrts. Gissing’s life was an infinitely 
sad, an infinitely pathetic one. To him it was decreed; ‘ Thou 
shalt live alone.’ In the bitter years of pursuit and attainment he 
wrought literally in solitude, unknown. He had but one friend, 
an author like himself, whom he saw at rare intervals. He 
cTiose to live fiercely independent, proud and resentful, at war 
with the whole social organism. For years he was a kind of 
literary miser, spurning mankind, scorning synij)aihy: he, one 
of the kindest, gentlest natures that ever brciathcd, with his soul 
bared to the lash of circumstance. Fate made him a ferocious 
individualist. The world frightened him, and, as he himself says 
somewhere, ‘ a friglitened man is no good for anything.’ His repiniiig 
spirit trod its own Calvary. 

Legend has been both kind and unkind. It lias woven a conven¬ 
tion around Jiis life, derived in the main from the autobiographical 
nature of his writings : in part fictitious, in part too grossly misleading 
and fantastic. The man whom none knew in life is now crowned with 
the wreath of posthumous compassion. Fjxtremes lead to extremes. 
And scr it has come about that Gissing has gone down to po.sterity as 
a man whose whole life was consumed in the reek of slum and garret, 
who for twenty years starved literally in the nether world of our great 
caiiital. As it was my privilege to have known Gissing from the very 
outset of his literary career and to have remained in more or less 
unlir^ken relationsliip with him till his sad death at 8t. Jean de Luz 
two years ago, perhaps 1 may be permitted to correct the perspective 
of certain erroneous imprcs.sions which it can now serve no useful 
purjjose to maintain. 

As a boy Gissing had been the prodigy of his school; he worked 
madly (as Mr. Wells ‘ has said); ‘ already out of touch with life,’ a 
lonely portent. From there he went to Owens College, Manchester, 
where in a career of meteoric Ijrilliance he carried ol? all the first 
prizes, scholarships and exhibitions, and took first-class honours for 
English and classics in the University of London. From that time’' 

' Monthly Review, August 1904. ' Jhid. 
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‘ his is a broken and abnormal career.’ It matters little now. Suffice 
it to say that at the height of a young life of quito^ imusual promise 
one of those aberrations of mental balance took plafs which in men 
of genius, alas ! is by no means uncommon, and that the penalty was 
severe and, in Gissing’s case, decisive upon his whole future. As he 
himself wrote many years later: ‘ Within my nature there seemed 
to be no faculty of self-guidance.’ The bcty was dead. His life’s 
struggle began. He fled to AmeriTsa. There he taught the classics for 
a space, dabbled a little in print, but his fierce spirit could find no 
rest; he broke away from the restraint of cities, roved penniless 
through the States, racked and distraught, and at last stood before 
the majesty of Niagsya hesitating, as he often related to us, between 
life and deatli. He returned and went to Germany. 

He taught and studied. In the quiet atmosphere of a German 
university town he foimd guidance and inspiration, He read Schiller, 
Goethe, Hackel, Schoponlir uer, innumerable German tomes on ancient 
philosophy, Lucian, Petronius, and what not. In Worhera in the 
Dawn he has left a faithful record of his own mind-growth. From 
Schopenhauer he turned to Comte, whose ‘ Philosophic Positive ’ 
profoundly impressed him. His leisure hours he spent in conversa¬ 
tions with a learned German, at the time Privat-docent, with whom he 
remained in life-long friendship. The two young men discussed 
metaphysics and religion with German thoroughness and system. 
At one period ho nearly became a Catholic. ‘ Yes, how much have 
I to thank Germany for,’ he writes in Workers in the Dawn. ‘ I came 
here with a mind rudely ploughed by the ploughshare of anguish. . . . 
How w*ell I remember the day when I took up Straiiss’s Leben Jesu. 
The book was to me like the first ra}'- of heavenly light piercing the 
darkness of a night of anguish and striving and woe unutterable.’ 
Hope returned to him. He acquired merit; he learnt the joy of 
struggling with the world. ‘ At no stage in its struggle is a liuman 
mind contemptible,’ he wrote ; ‘ for as long as it does struggle it 
asserts its native nobility, its inherent principle of life.’ 

Schopenhauer, Comte, and Shelley—these three in turn liave directed the 
growth of my moral life. Sohoponhauer taught me to forget mj'self and to live 
in others. Comte then came to mo \vith his lucid unfolding of the mystery 
of the world, and taught mo the.use to wliioh my sympathy should bo directed. 
Last of all Shelley^ breathed with the breath of life on the dry bones of sciontiho 
theory, turned conviction into pas.siou, ht the heavens of the future with such 
glorious rays tli.it the eye struggles in ga/.ing u})wai(Js. streiigtlicncd the heart 
with enthusiasm a.s with § coat ot mail.' 

• 

And again : 

With a heart full of noble phantasies and lofty aspirations ; beating high 
with an all-embracing affection for earth and the children of earth, bred of a 


“ Henry Byecroft. 


* Workers in the Dawn. 
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natural ardour of disposition, and nurtured upon the sweet and mighty thoughts 
of great men; with a heart yearning for action of some kind, weary of a life 
hounded within the linos of self-stftdy, desirous of nothing more than to efface 
the recollection of'self in complete devotion to the needs of those sufferers. 

Gissing set foot once more in England. He had come to the 
conclusion that the true destination of philosophy must be social 
and practical; he deterinined to write. The result was WorTcers in 
the Dawn, a crude, incondite work in three volumes—in some ways 
the most powerful book he ever wrote. I have quoted from it because 
it is an unknown work and because it reveals the true Gissing of that 
time, the aching soid of torment and desire, the artist and pessimist. 
It is admittedly partly autobiographical. The hero, finding the 
world void and remorseless, plunges into the waters of Niagara. The 
writing is curiously raw and amateurish, which is instructive, as 
Gissing was then a scholar of real distinction, and was shortly to 
become one of the few great living writers of prose in the English 
language. Very few peojile have ever seen this book, Gissing, it so 
happened, had inherited the sum of one hundred pounds, and with 
this he published his first novel. But in those days there were no 
literary agents, and Gissing was an unknown scribe. He laughed 
long and loud when the bill came in for printing an edition of 
his book, which left him with a few shillings in his pocket. Only 
a few copies were sold ; he was now face to face with hunger and 
destitution. 

He sent the book to my father and, T think, to Mr. John Morley. 
Both agreed as to its power and interest. An interview followed ; my 
father was dcc]ily impressed with tlxc forlorn figure of the young 
scholar and writer, and so by a fortunate coincidence my brother and 
I gained a tutor, and the tutor a livelihood. Gissing taught us from 
that day uninterru])tedly till the autumn of the year 1884 ; and I make 
claim tt) affirm that from that moment the story of Gissing starving in 
garret and cellar, swinking all day and night with lard and dripping 
for his nourishment and the w'oodcn boards for his pillow, is the 
fiction of fiction. A })oor man certainly he was, but from the year 1882 
Gissing never ‘ starved,’ as he is conunonly represented to have done. 
Through us he taught a son of Mr. Montague Crackanthorpe, K.C., the 
da^hters of Mr. Vernon Lushington, and various other pupils whose 
names need not be mentioned. Wliat is worth noting is that from the 
year 1882—two years before, that Is, Gissing's first novel. The Unclassed, 
appeared—he was in receipt of a livable income derivable from teach¬ 
ing, which he coidd always increase or modify at will, and that for 
some years subsequently he did exist by this form of journey work, while 
devoting the whole of his leisure and industry to novel -writing. Thc 
siekness of real poverty Gissing never knew after the year 1882, when 
his literary career in fact began. Previously, without doubt, he had 
experienced very rough times—in America, where he nearly starved. 
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and later in London on his return from Grermany. What I wish to 
point out is not that Gissing was not a poor man ; not that he did not 
sufler physically and mentally ; not that his whole li4e was not more or 
less of a struggle to make two ends meet, hut that afifer the publication 
of The UneJmsed, and subsequently during the whole of his literary 
career, he was not the necessitous starving writer convention has 
depicted him ; not in any true sense of the, word the literary jetsam 
of garret and cellar tossed hither tfind thither by poverty and hunger in 
the grim immensity of London. When Gissing lived in Milton Street, 
in Chelsea, behind Madame Tussaud’s, at Cornwall Residences and 
elsewhere, from 1882 to 1890, my brother and I used frequently to 
visit him, and great times we had togethef ; great teas, great talks and 
laughter, fcsometim’es we would drop in unexpectedly, and find 
Gissing and his friend in the fever of literary conversation, smoking 
and drinking pint after pint of tea. Sometimes we would go for long 
tramps with him to ^Harrow’or Kew, and without ceasing Gissing 
would talk of his work and experiences, shouting with laughter 
at some of liis stories of life in what he called ‘ the glorious black 
depths of London,’ and on such occasions he would race us, walking 
or running witli boyish zest and agility. 

To tell tlie truth, in all practical things Gissing was idle and inept. 
He had in marked degree the artistic ttunper ; if ho remained poor 
it was largely because he chose to. My father introduced him to 
Mr. John Morley, at the time editor of the Pall Mall, who published 
a charming sketch of Gissing’s, ' On Battersea Bridge.’ We implored 
him to write again. But Gissing refused. He hated editors ; he was 
no journalist, he said; he could Tiot degrade himself by such ‘ trash.’ 
Ill truth, at any time after 1882, Gissing could have obtained a place as 
critic or writer on some journal, which w'ould have enabled him to 
write at leisure. But he would never hear of such a tiling. My 
father begged him to acco'pt some post, but Gissing declined to ‘ serve.’ 
Gissing positively chost. to live in strife. He writes a pathetic note 
to my mother, the Gth of July, 188-1; 

A kind of exhaustion possesses me when I sit at my desk a quarter of an hour, 
and my will power gets weaker. At most I am able to juoducc a short poem 
now and then of a veiy savage eharacter. Of course all this means that the 
conditions of my hfe are prei)Obterous. There is only one consolation, that, 
if 1 live through it, I .sliall have materials for darker and stronger work than 
any our time has seen. If I can hold out till I have written some three or four 
book.s, 1 shall at all events have the satisfaction of knowing that I have left 
something U)o individual in tone to be noglecled. 

• 

After that he went with us for three weeks*to Bouscale in the 
Lakes. 

Really Gissing’s trouble was himself; he made his own poverty; 
he could not be practical. He used to fall into fits of despondency 
and gloom, when he would sally out into the streets, and walk through 
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the night. He was an outrageous pessimist. Four days in the week 
he would write from nine in the evening till four a.m., and on the fifth 
day he would marvel that what he called tlie ‘ bilious fever ’ had fallen 
upon him. It was not that Gissing was so i)Oor—many a German 
student, and the mother of many an officer of nobihty in the German 
Army, have less than Gissing had to live on—but that in all affairs of 
the world he was a very, child, with a child’s obstinacy and im¬ 
providence. ' 

Here, in a letter addressed to my father, the 17th of August, 1884, 
Milton Street, is the Gissing of that period. My father was anxious 
that Gissing should take up the tuition of my two younger brothers, 
as my brother and I were going to school. He writes 

With reference to your projjosal concerning the httle boys. Should you in 
very deed think that I can bo of use witli them I need not say how unreservedly 
I offer myself for the work. On the other hand, should the suggestion have 
originated only in kind forethought for myself, I have a sort of feeling that 
possibly it would be better for me to burn my ships, and commence in down¬ 
right earnest the combat w'itli the l>ca.stB of Ejdiesus—otherwise, with publishers 
in London—an absurdly mixed metaphor, by the way. IMoreover, when young 
[another pupil] Avent away, his father distinctly asked me if 1 should bo able 
to resume \Aork in October so that almost a liv'chhoud Acould bo assured in that 
Avay for some months. ... I have jJans of all kinds—for a jday, for articles, &c. 
Some day I shall of course look back AAith sad amusement at those initial struggles 
—and with keen enough feehngs towards all who helped me. 

So that in the year 1884 w'c find Gissing declining further pupils on 
the ground that for the time being a livelihood was assured him. 
TJte Unclassed had already appeared. 

Gissing was an artist; a contemplative individualist; a man 
influenced by the mood of the sky, the procession of the year; by 
circumstance and envirojiment. To understand and even to sym¬ 
pathise fully with him one must remember that all liis hopes and 
ambitions had been shattered at the most impressionist period of 
his life ; that he had been shipwrecked, as it were, at the outset of 
his progress in the world ; and that, as a consequence, the youth had 
been transformed into a hard and bitter man. By nature he was made 
for the life of tranquillity and meditation, for cultured leisure and 
repose. Constitutionally he was an idealist, a dreamer, an impres¬ 
sionist, a scholar. In other circumstances he might have been a 
university don, a famous scholar, have amassed Icarniiig and fame. 
He worshipped the old, the dusty volumes of dead languages ; vellum 
and parchment. I have seen him take up a worm-eaten copy of an 
old chronicle or Greek author and caress it as a child will stroke the 
coat of some fond animal. A library was to him a garden of roses ; 
he loved books as women love flowers: emotionally, inetinctively. 
He had a Grecian love for all beauty. 

But in truth Gissing looked, and had to look, back upon beginnings 
of life deformed and discoloured. Unlike other men, he practically 
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began life with no disillusions to face. He came to London in a spirit 
of pride and revolt which struggled i;o find expression. Gissing was 
no philosopher, no Secialist reformer, he vas not even a profound 
thinker. He was, as he himself says, an ‘ egoist in grain.’ He delibe¬ 
rately regarded himself as a sort of social outlaw, making a virtue 
of self-indulgence, and self-concentration, fostering the hunger of 
querulous self-pity. He gloried in the vanity of self-compassion. 
In literature he thought of poverty in avoirdupois. He revelled in 
the gloom of London’s misery. Every fibre of him betrayed the 
artist, and because he was an artist he was also an aristocrat. 
His delight in poverty, in misery, and in vice was purely artistic and 
consciously egoistical. His social enthusiasm was purely literary, 
emotional, artistic. In The Unclassed he laid bare his confessions. 
‘The zeal,’ he writes, ‘ on behalf of the suffering masses was nothing 
more nor less than disguised zfal on behalf of my own starved passions.’ 
He passed rapidly through the phases of iSocialism, Radicalism, philan¬ 
thropic enthusiasm. 

• 

I have only to go out into the streets all night to como acros.s lialf a hundred 
scenes of awful suffering or degradation, every one. of Avhieh fills me with absolute 
joy. Think you Hogarth would have, rejoiced in tho destruction of Gin T.ano ? 
Never helicn'c it! . . . j\Ty artistic egotism bids fair to ally itself Avith vulgar 
selfishness. I am often teinjtlcil to hclievc that one great work of art embodying 
hum.an misery would be ample j ustilieation of the aaIaoIo world’s anguish.'' 

And in the same Avay Gissing took an artistic pleasure in physical 
pain. Tliis body is but as the cottage or clothing of the mind. “ Let 
flesh be racked,’ he Avrites in Henry Hyecrojt. ‘ 1, the very I, will 
stand apart, lord of myself.’ Once. 1 can recall, Gissing was suffering 
from severe toothache, and my mother urged him to have the tooth 
taken ont with gas. Rut Gissing would not liear of such a thing. 
He Avished to feel pain, and on tlie next day at luncheon h(^ gave us a 
vivid description of the agony he had endured. Thus his vision was 
blighted, and his mind soured. He scorned the carpet-author, writing 
at leLsurc on a fat salary. He lov^ed to flesh his satire upon the lad 
entering the literary profession wit h ‘ parental approval and ready 
avuncular support.’ His whole soul relucted at the idea of leisured 
literary conception. He wrote, thought, and lived as an artist. As 
an artist he must he judged. 

Listen to .Gissing on the people in the dross of Henry Ryecroft ; 

I am no friend of the ])eoT)lc. As a force, by which the tenor of tho time 
is conditioned, they inspire mo Aiith distrust, Avith fear ; a.s a A'i.sihle multitude, 
they make me slirinl! aloof, and often ihoa'c me to abhorrence. . . . Every 
instinct of my being is anti-democratic, and T dri'ad to think of what our England 
may hoe.omo when Demos rulo.s irresistibly. 

Sentiments, those, of a pure aristocrat, yet written in the mellow 
serenity of age, when his life’s work was done. 1 wrote to him on 

‘ The Unclassed. 
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reading those words, and this is what he answered in a letter written 
at Ciboure late in the summer, of 1903, a few months before his 
death : * , 

Of a truth, I did not mean to be hard upon the poor. There are human 
sweepings in London and elsewhere, with which I hold no terms of kindliness, 
but ‘ the poor ’—the decent, hard-working man or woman who will never know 
what it is to feel secure of next month’s food and lodging, with them I sympathise 
profoundly. I do not say that we should,get on well together—wo should not» 
but that is my fault as much as theirs. 

In a letter to my father (29th of June, 1884) Gissing makes some 
interesting remarks about himself : 

Surely, tliere is a sense wanting in me. ... I foci the irresistible impulse to 
strive after my ideal of artistic excellence. It is true, as you said, that I have 
a quarrel with society, and that, I suppose, explains the instinct. But the 
quarrel is life-long ; ever since I can remember I have known this j)assiouale 
tendency of revolt. It has sought for satisfabtion in many schools and many 
modes of life. I write those social passages in a fury • but I scribbled in pre¬ 
cisely the same temper when I w'as ten years old. If only I could hoar someone 
speak a word for a tendency which in me is an instinct! I must ask you to let 
me try to express something of the gratitude I feel for your persistent kindness 
—kindness holding on in spite of everything. 

The secret of Gissing’s life was that his was an ill-balanced nature, 
lacking in firmness and volition. By constitution of mind an idealist, 
he, was dependent upon external influences for the shape which his 
idealism should f<|r the time assume. If noble impulse directed his 
activity, adverse circumstance forbade the implanted seeds from 
growing into a rich individuality. Yet Gissing was very English. He 
hated PecksnifE, and, though he described his countrymen as an Old 
Testament people, he was himself very insular in many things, and a 
bit of a Philistine. His hatred of parsimony, poverty ; his almost 
snobbish respect for social position, his hyper-sensitiveness to his 
own ; his'shrinkage into scorn of his fellow-creatures ; his fierce spirit 
of independence, intolerance ; his love of air, and freedom, and nature ; 
his shyness—though no man ever lived with a greater capacity for 
mirth; his love of comfort, hatred of control, discipline, pity and 
protection ; his narrowness of vision, his yearning for sympathy while 
savagely refusing it—all these are English characteristics which 
Gissing had in marked degree. 

A gentler nature, a more delightful companion than Gissing never 
existed. Both my brother and I were lazy and impish enough, yet 
Gissing never, during the course of two years’ instruction, punished 
us. Once only, when, in imitation of frogs, we both chanted an 
Aristophanic chorus, seated on the table and declined to move or 
desist, did Gissing lose his patience. He rose, put on his hat, and 
strode in silence from the room and house. After that his every wish 
was, I am glad to think now, piously obeyed. As tutor he took a 
personal interest in both of us. Himself a good draughtsman, he 
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encouraged niy brother’s marked artistic gifts, gave him his first 
sketch-book and his first lessons in perspective, and drew in it a sea 
piece, which my brother has to this day.. In those days I wrote 
plays, and my brother painted the scenery. On one occasion wo 
gave a grand performance at which Gissing was present. Its recep¬ 
tion seemed doubtful until the High Priest said : 

I, a lioly m^, am not a fool. 

Often aa a boy along a pool, &c., 

which brought down the house. Gissing burst into a paroxysm of 
laughter, and continued laughing for fully ten minutes. All joined 
in; the success of the piece was assured, lie used often subsequently to 
quote that line, and on each occasion he would laugh and shout with 
glee. Gissing was very fond of whistling too—in a peculiarly low and 
gentle tone. His favourite air was ‘ Twickenham Ferry.’ After nearly 
every lesson he had tp whistle it for us, and he would always end with 
the words, ‘ Yes, it is very beautiful.’ Reverential was his love for 
music. He has told in Ryecroft how the barrel organs ‘ tuned ' his 
thoughts, and in a fine passage he describes how once his racked 
mind was quieted by the strains of a piano in Eaton Square. 

Pictures and music always afforded him a keen, almost ecstatic 
pleasure. 1 have seen him sit, when my mother was playing Chopin 
or Bach, with tears welling in his eyes. At such moments he would 
remain quite motionless. The sound of music seemed to stun and 
soothe him. Art, all forms of beauty, influenced liim strangely, 
physically. In one of his London lodgings he lived above a well-known 
composer of waltzes, who never ceased from troubling and thrumming. 
Yet Gissing was happy ; as he said, ‘ it made the words flow.’ 

He was extremely fond of cats. His solace and comj)anioo for 
some years was Grim—a big black common Tom, his lonely confi¬ 
dant. To Grim he would discourse aloud, of Grim he would talk to 
us aa of an old and dear friend. When Grim one day went the way 
of other Toms, Gissing quite broke down, and he wrote an elegy to 
its memory. Gissing was no mean poet. In the summer of 1883, 
when my grandmother lived at Sutton Place, he used to come down 
three times a week to teach us in the morrungs, and sometimes after 
Imicheon lie would stay and sit in the punt on the river and write 
poems. One, of these was called Only a Cigarette. It was a dainty 
otle to a girl he had seen smoking, lazily reclining on the river-bank. 
He wrote, too, a powerful poem to The Little Children —both of which, 
unfortunately, I hftvc lost. But I can see him^now, sitting on the 
table in the long tapestried gallery at Sutton reciting verses with his 
voice and look of artistic enthusiasm. 

Like all men of deep feeling and emotion, Gissing adored the sun 
and nature. Later in life, when he had shaken the dust of London 
for ever off his feet, he found in the contemplation of nature what 
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the city had never given him—peace and contentment. Of the 
sun he writes finely in Ryecroft : ‘ I went bare-headed, that the golden 
beams of the sun liiight shed upon me their imstinted blessing.’ He 
learnt, too, the beauty of flowers ; hke his father, he became an enthu¬ 
siastic botanist. He is spealcing in Ryecroft : 

To me flowers,became symbolical of a great release, of a wonderful aw^akening. 
I recall my moments of delight, the recognition of each flower that unfolded, 
the surprise of budding branches clothed'' in a night with green. Meadows 
shining with buttercups, hollows sunned with the marsh marigold, held me 
long at gaze. I saw the sallow glistening with its cones of silvery fur and splendid 
with dust of gold. These common things touch mo w'ith more admiration and of 
w'onder each time 1 behold them. As I turn to summer, a misgiving mingles 
W'ith my joy. 

I well remember a walk 1 had with Gissiiig about the year 1895 
on the Blackdowm Hill near Hasleraere. The townsman I had known 
as a child had become a passionate lover of the country. His hair was 
brushed back over his forehead like a musician; he was full with the 
enthusiasm of old days. His knowledge of flowers and plants was 
extraordinary. The ])urple heather, the moorland waste, the sense 
of loneliness and expanse delighted him. He picked up a little plant 
and explained its life and structure with the scientific knowledge of 
a botanist. Every fern and wild flower stirred him to rapture and to 
fresh discourse. 

When Gissing went wdth us to Bon-scalc in 1884 he was rampageous 
as any schoolboy. He would row for hours on Ullswatcr lake, but 
his great joy was the Hills. All day he would tram}), sometimes 
with us up Helvcllyn, and sometimes alom*. Ojie walk especially 
I remember his taking from Patterdale to Ambleside through liysdale 
to Grasmere and back over Grisedale. His great joy was to lie on his 
back at» the top of a hill and apostrophise the cairn. And coming 
down he was as fleet as an Al])ine guide. Sometimes we would make 
him play cricket; and as for climbing trees, Gissing was uj) at the top 
branch before 'we could get a hold of the low'cst. He was strong in 
his arms and could climb a rope like a sailor. Killing animals, hunting, 
sport of all kind he abominated. But he would walk all day through 
any weather ; he had Ruskin’s passion for hills. 

(jissing was not a good conversationalist. Eor that he lived too 
much alone. He loved silence and solitude; he hated noise, the 
clamour of the human voice. Once we took him to a garden party 

at the country residence of Lady-. Gissing sat on a chair in a 

corner of the room,^ mute and dejected. The cabkle and scream of 
idiot mirth rendered him speechless. He sat for an hour for all the 
world like the figure of a wet bird, amid the rustic of silk and chifion, 
and never smiled till we left the house. Society unnerved him. 
But on the hills, or in sympathetic company, Gissing was a wonderful 
talker, wildly enthusiastic, suggestive, imaginative, and the words 
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would flow in torrents from his mouth. On Homer, Shakespeare, 
art and poetry, Gissing rose to flights of rhetoric. Once he had a 
great discussion on patriotism with the late Mile. Souvestre. She 
cited the case of Henri Regnault, who returned from Algiers to fight 
in the Siege of Paris, as a crowning example of noble patriotism. All 
Gissing’s artist’s. feelings were aflame. He would not hear of it. 
Regnault was an artist—art the supreme thing in life; the Siege of 
Paris was not worth an artist’ff life. J don’t think Gissing had much 
sense of humour, and he certainly was not witty. He took himself 
and life too seriously; he never got out of himself, never got beyond 
the littleness of the great I. It was ycarg before his mind grew mellow 
with the calm of dignified reflection. 

In no way should Ryecroft be regarded as an autobiography. ‘ The 
thing,’ he wrote to my father, 11th of February, 1903, ‘ is much more 
an aspiration than a meruoiy. I hope too much will not be made 
of the few autnbiograpl leal papers in the book.’ To me it seems 
by far the maturcst of his works, full of golden words and thoughts 
and fancies. His life was rounded; the end, he knew, was no£ far 
distant. ‘ They tell me that at ray peril I shall try to live elsewhere 
—yet I hope to see Italy again before I die,’ he wrote to me three 
months before his death. ‘ Does it seem long to you, the old days 
of Latin Grammar ? To me, very, very long—^I was strong then, 
and could do anything.’ Gissing was no patriot in the political 
sense of the word; polities he hated and despised, but I doubt if 
any man wrote about Shakespeare and his country in words more 
noble than these: 

Among the many reasons A\liipli make me glad to hav’^e been horn in England, 
one of the iirst is that I read Sliakcspeare in my mother tongue. . . . Tx)t every 
land have joy of its poet; for the poet is the land itself, all its greatness and its 
s\\octnos.s, all that incommunicable heritage for which men live and die. As 
I close the hook, love and reverence possess me. Whether does my ful],hcart turn 
to thfs great Enchanter, oi to the Island upon which he has hud his spell ? I 
know not. I cannot think of them a])art. In the love and revert'noe awakened 
by that voice of voices, Shakespeare and England are hut one.' 

Those who knew Gissing can never forget him. His was a life, of 
bitter endurance, of toil and trial, of sombre tragedy. His was no 
vain endeavour, no mock enthusiasm. A weak vessel—a lofty intel¬ 
ligence, a noble mind, a sincere and beautiful nature—the words of 
Goctlie seem fitting as an epitaph : 

Wer nic scin llrod mit 'rrilnen ass, 

*VVcr nie die knmracrvollen Niicht^ 

Auf scincni Ileflc weinend sass, 

, Dor kennt ouch nioht, ihr himmlischon M.'ichte. 

Austin Harrison. 


*■ Henry Ttyccroft. 
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THE EARLY SCHOVL TEACHING OE THE 

JEWS 


Between a nation’s intellectual activity and its educational ideals 
some relation undoubtedly exists, although it may not be eafiy in all 
cases to discover it. The inquiries which have been made in recent 
years into the school systems of foreign countries testify to our belief 
in the connection, and prove its e.xistence. The records of the nations 
of antiquit}^ invariably tell ns something about the methods ado)'ted 
in the training of youth ; but at best such information is scanty, and 
does not enable us to form any clear or definite idea of their educa¬ 
tional aims and efforts. In the case of the ancient Jews, the task 
of presenting in some detail a picture of their school system is less 
difficult. Questions of school organ!sati(’)n, of educational ])olicy, 
and of methods of instruction occupied, during their early history, 
a prominent place in the thoughts of the )ieople, and in their 
voluminous literature we possess abundant material for realising their 
ideals. 

The period of educational development to which I here refer 
commences some time after the Babylonian Exile. It includes the 
most eventful epochs of Jewish history—the birth of Christ, the siege 
and fall of Jerusalem—and it embraces those centuries during which 
the literature known as the Talmud was being formed and codified. 
The Talmud consists of two distinct parts; the text, which embodies 
the traditional or Oral Law called Mischna, and a running commentary 
supplementary to and illustrating the text, called Cemara. The 
former is in Hebrew, and the latter, for the most part, in an Aramaic 
dialect. The two combined constitute the Talmud, which means 
‘Learning,’ and is the source of all our knowledge of the inner life and 
habits of the Jewish people, of their political and social government, 
of their religion and philosophy. The most superficial acquaintance 
with the contents of the Talmud, and a great part of it is accessible 
to the modem reader through translations, shows the inextinguisli- 
able love of knowledge which characterised the Hebrew people of 
olden times; their respect, rising to veneration, for the true scholar; 
their passion for learning, and the strenuous efforts and sacrifices which 
they made to train their children in the ways of wisdom. A life 



1906 ' EARLY JE'kiSH SCHOOL TEACHING 465 

• 

devoted to study was regarded as the highest life; but it did not 
suffice that a man should study and treasure up knowledge for his own 
use or enjoyment; it was essential that he should impart it to others. 

‘ He who studies the Law,’ says the Talmud, ‘ without spreading it is 
like unto the myrtle in the desert.’ 

The word Law, in Hebrew Torah, which occurs in the passage I 
have quoted and constantly in all Hebrew Writings, has a very wide 
meaning in Jewish literature. "Originally, no doubt, it meant the 
Law of Moses, or possibly the ordinances contained in the Book of 
Deuteronomy. But gradually it came to mean much more than this. 
It included at a very early period of histcyy, probably before the time 
of Ezra, and certainly then, a number of traditional enactments and 
sayings, known as the Oral Law, which were supposed to have the 
same authority as the Pentateuch, and which were first committed 
to writing towards the end ol the second century under the direction 
of Rabbi Judah the Prim e. The word Torah became a synonym for 
lore or learning, embracing both literature and dogma, the discursive 
histories and parables of the people as well as their legal enactments. 
The one class of writings was known as Ila/jadali and the other as 
Ilalacha. Much in the same sense as our own word ‘ Law ’ has a 
double moaning, expressing the ordinances of the State and the 
sequences of natural phenomena, so the word Torah was applied to 
the liiblical and traditional statutes as well as to the established order 
of the Universe, both of which were regarded as equally divine. 

It is very necessary to understand this extended moaning of the 
word ' JiUW,’ as it was used in olden times, in order to appreciate the 
true significance of the many Biblical and Talmudic passages in 
which it occurs, particularly in relation to tlie value of knowledge and 
the importance which, from the earliest times, the Hebrew people 
attached to the education of the young and to the pursuit of learning 
for its own sake. Scattered throughout the Talmudic writings arc 
detailed regulations on school organisation, on the subjects and methods 
of instruction, and on the qualifications of teachers ; but all these arc 
closely associated with the general aim and purpose of study and school 
training, which was no other than right living, that is, living according 
to the Law, in the sense in which the word was then used. Learning, 
although it came to be regarded as the primary aim of life, was in 
reality a secondary or mediate end, the final object being right conduct, 
to which such knowledge as was then accessible was the only sure 
and safe guide. The saying non scholco sed vitce discimus occurs, 
variously paraphrased, in many parts of the Talmud. Far weightier, 
we are told, is the fulfilment than the study of the Law. And else¬ 
where, * Not learning but doing is the real essential.’ 

It is to the Bible that we must look for the origin of the school 
methods and educational ideals which we find more fully developed 
in post-Biblical literature. Indeed, the text of the Bible was the 
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ultimate authority for all State regulations and social ordinances, 
although much casuistry was frequently displayed in the endeavour 
to reconcile the Biblical text with the necessities and requirements 
of everyday life. To the Bible, however, we can trace the germ of the 
system of education, which was in no way altered, but was only further 
developed, in later times. Home training was the central idea of the 
system. This is very fully expressed and illustrated in the Mosaic 
precept which occurs in the passage 'declaratory of Israel’s faith in the 
unity of God. ‘ These words thou shalt teach diligently to thy chil¬ 
dren, and shalt speak of them when thou sittest in thy house, when 
thou walkest by the way, when thou liest down and when thou risest 
up.’ A whole volume of pedagogic rules might be deduced from 
these words. They clearly show that in very early times the obliga¬ 
tion was thrown upon parents to personally direct the education of 
their children, and that religious training was an essential part of 
home instruction. 

The Exile into which the Jews were driven after the destruction 
of fhe first Temple influenced in many ways the character and history 
of the people ; but in none more so than by proving that Judaism 
might continue to exist outside the Promised Land and deprived of 
the Temple scr\uce. This new conception of the religion directed the 
energies of the people more and more to the study of the Law, and 
helped very much to develop and to systematise their educational 
efforts. During their fifty years of Captivity, the Jews came into 
close communion with men distinguished by a culture very different 
from their own, and they brought away with them new ideas and a 
new knowledge, whicli exercised a permanent influence on their 
subsequent intellectual activity. 

Between the return of the Jews from Babylon and the destruction 
of the second Temple, great progress was made in the organisation, 
through6ut Palestine, of schools for Jewish youth. The schools first 
established were intended ff)r children who had received their 
elementary training in their own homes, and were prepared to enter 
upon a higher course of instruction. About the year 80 n.c. Simon 
ben Schetach directed that academies, or, as we should call them, 
sec^^ndary schools, Should be established in all large towns, and the 
organisation which he succeeded in effeej-ing anticipated, in many 
particulars, subsequent efiorts of the same kind. Something similar 
is sketched by John Milton in his essay on a Free Commonwealth. 
Milton proposed that every county in the land should be ‘ made a 
kind of subordinate ..commonalty or commonwealth,’and further, that 
the people should have ‘ schools and academies at their own choice, 
wherein their children may be bred up in their own sight to all learn¬ 
ing and noble education ; not in grammar only, but in all liberal arts 
and exercises ’ ; and he tells us that such schools ‘ would soon spread 
much more knowledge and civility, yea religion, throughout all parts 
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of the land.’ To what extent Milton in this proposal anticipated the 
legislation of 1902, without any prein(jnition of the diJficulties in the 
working of the Act which have recently been ejcperienced, is a question 
full of interest. But far more interesting is the thought that a Jewish 
Rabbi, nearly twenty centuries ago, succeeded in establishing, without 
opposition, and with the full sympathy of the nation, in all the chief 
towns of Palestine, high schools not very different in l)urpose from 
those which our English poet contemplated, and by an order having 
the same object in view as an Act of Parliament. 

It was gradually found, however, when the opportunities for 
higher education were attracting numerous aspirants, that a more 
generous elementary training was needed. Indeed, the conditions 
would appear to have been then not very different from now, and about 
a century later, just before the destruction of the Temple, Joshua ben 
Gamala, a high priest, whose name the Talmud says should always be 
mentioned with a blassir^, appoirited teachers in the several pro¬ 
vinces and towns, charged with the duty of seeing that all children 
from six years old and upwards, who could not be taught in tlfcir 
own homes, should receive school instruction. 

The crisis in the history of the Jews which followed so closely on 
the promulgation of this important ordinance withdrew for some time 
the thoughts of the people from questions of educational reform. 
The dire necessities of the great siege blocked the way. But it was not 
long after the people had settled down to the new conditions, under a 
stricter Roman rule, that the scheme of the great reformer was, so far 
as circumstances permittctl, generally adopted. A passion for the 
study of the Law seized upon the people. Tt was shared almost equally 
by the two great political parties into which they were divided. In 
different ways the Sadducoes and the Pharisees vied with one another 
in their zeal for the study of the sacred writings and the observance of 
the Law, interpreting, however, somewhat diiferently its meaning and 
significance. From tliis time the feeling of ])atriotisni wliich love of 
country arouses was intensified a hundredfold among the J(!ws in their 
pride of belief and in their sciise of responsibility, which, as guardians 
of the Law, boimd them together as one people. 

There were Jews in Palestine who continued to cherish the hope 
of freeing themselves fronj the Roman yoke, and the revolt under 
Bar Cochba and the martyrdom of Akiba testify to the strength of 
this desire. But others, with almost prophetic vision, foresaw the 
dispersion of the race, and to their efforts is undoubtedly due the 
survival of Judaism? It maybe truly said that .the Jewish School 
grew up on the ruins of the Temple. It became the means of preserv¬ 
ing the national existence. Its aim transcciidod the ordinary pur¬ 
poses of education. Its object was not so much the care and instruc¬ 
tion of the children as the preservation of the nation. The training of 
students was a means to that end. But the end was national rather 
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than individual. The School was the sole means left to a proud people 
of maintaining their existence^ of holding on to their inheritance. 
What compulsory military service became later on to other nations, 
compulsory school attendance was to the Jews. In the war which 
they waged against ignorance and indifference, the School was their 
fortress. In the field of learning, which they cultivated with the 
same patience and patriotism as they had displayed in the defence 
of their citadel, the School w£|.s theij national emblem. It is only by 
realising how the survival of the race came to be identified with the 
preservation and observance of the Law, and how the study of the 
Law was essential to its interpretation, that we can understand the 
devotion of a people, nearly two thousand years ago, to school work 
in all its seemingly uninteresting details, and the reverential regard 
and esteem in which the school teacher was held. 

An effort of imagination is necessary in order that we may grasp 
the inner meaning of many of the sayings of Talmudic scholars, and 
appreciate the spirit that dictated them. We read, for instance, that 
se’^eral learned men were commissioned to visit different parts of 
Palestine and to establish schools where needed. Having entered a 
town where no school existed, they inquired for the guardians or 
protectors of the city. When the civic councillors were brought 
before them, they said, ‘ These are not the protectors of the town.’ 
‘ Who are they then ? ’ asked the citizens, and the reply they received 
was, ‘ The protectors of the town are the teachers of the children.’ 

A celebrated teacher, Eabbi ben Jochai, said, ‘ When you see that 
towns in Palestine have fallen from their status, know that they have 
failed to support the scribes and school teachers.’ The law as to the 
appointment of teachers in a town was very drastic. By a decree 
of the Patriarch Judah the Second, ‘ the town which refused to appoint 
a teacher for the children was to be destroyed.’ 

It is significant that when the fall of Jersualem was imminent, 
and rebellion was rampant within its walls, when the zealots who 
preached resistance a outrance guarded the exits, and put to death 
all who spoke of surrender. Rabbi Jochanan ben Zaccai, the most 
renowned teacher of his time, persuaded his disciples to carry him in 
his ^coffin, as though dead, to the camp of Titus. With difficulty, 
he was conveyed through the zealously-guarded gates ; but he suc- 
cecd(!d in escaping, and when brought before the Roman general he 
made a request which appeared so simple, so much in harmony with 
his well-known character,-that it was at once granted. He asked 
only that he might be permitted to establish a sbhool at J amnia, and 
there pursue liis studies with a few of his chosen disciples. The request 
was granted, but Titus could not have foreseen that, in acceding to 
the Rabbi’s wish, he had really allowed the garrison to depart with ail 
the honours of war, carrying with them their arms and ammunition. 
Yet so it was. For he had permitted the actual embodiment of 
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Jewish learning to re-establish itself in a new centre. The Temple 
and all that Jerusalem represented were, in fact, nothing more than 
the shell of Judaism. • The Law went forth‘to Jajpnia, to be there 
preserved and to be thence spread to all parts of the civilised world. 

It was a common belief during the centuries that immediately 
followed the fall of Jerusalem that the city was destroyed because 
the schools had been closed, and it was subsequently held that the 
instruction of children must not ^e interrupted, even for the rebuilding 
of the Temple. It is distinctly stated in the Talmud that it was not 
permitted to live in a town where there was neither teacher nor school. 
Nearly nineteen centuries ago, Josephus.wrote, ‘Our principal care 
of all is this, to educate our children well.’ The Law ordains ‘ that 
the very beginning of our education shall be directed to sobriety. 
It also commands iis tc bring up our children in learning, and to 
exercise them in the Laws and*to make them acquainted with the acts 
of their predecessors, !n oider that, through imitation of them, they 
may be nourished up in the Laws from infancy, and may neither trans¬ 
gress them nor have any pretence for ignorance of them.’ One of the. 
best known sayings of the Talmud, full of deep meaning and indicating 
the keenest possible appreciation of the value of education, attributed 
to Rabbi Eliezer ben Shamna, is, ‘ By the breath from the mouth of 
school children the world is sustained.’ It vras he, too, who is said 
to have interpreted the words of the Psalmist, ‘ Touch not my 
anointed,’ as referring to school children, and the words, ‘ Do not 
offend my prophets,’ to their teachers. 

The position occupied by school teachers in Talmudic times is 
in striking contrast to their status in the days of ancient Greece or 
Rome. Professor Mahaffy, writing on old Greek education, says ; 
‘ The Greek sghoolmaster, at least of elementary schools, was not 
generally in high repute, . . . and his calling was not such as 
to give him either dignity or self-respect.’ And he quotes from a 
passage in Demosthenes’ De Corona : ‘ But you, worthy man, who 
despise others compared with yourself, now compare with mine your 
own lot, which consigned you to grow up from boyhood in the 
greatest need, when you helped your father to attend in the school, 
preparing the ink, cleaning the benches, sweeping out the schoolroom, 
and so taking the rank of. a slave, and not of a free boy.’ It was 
not to slaves, but to the choice and master spirits among the people, 
that the training of Jewish children was entrusted. Respect for the 
teacher was inculcatgd as even a higher duty than filial piety. ‘ If 
both father and teacher arc threatened, the latter,’ we are told, 

‘ should be first protected.’ This reverence for the teacher was only 
the necessary coroUary of the sanctification of learning. Nowadays 
the whole civilised world is beginning to grasp the fact that the 
material prosperity of a people depends upon the extent and standard 
of their educational equipment. We are told that it was the school- 
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master who gained for Prussia the victories by which the Empire of 
Germany was estabUshed; and certainly no one will question the 
fact that wc must look -to the schoolmaster for the remarkable suc¬ 
cesses, not only in war, but in all the arts of peace, which have won 
for Japan a front place among the civilised nations of the world. 
History, however, shows notliing more suggestive than the fact that 
the peojde who gave to the world the Book should have shown 
throughout the whole of their' national existence, and long surviving 
it, a love of learning in all its branches, and the keenest desire to 
extend it. 

The aim of education among the Jews was natiopal rather than 
individual. They believed that in the success of their schools lay 
all hope of preserving and promoting the study of the Law, wliich 
was their inheritance, and of thus fulfilling the purpose of their exist¬ 
ence. ‘ Children are born,’ says Erasmus, ‘ for the State and for 
God,’ a doctrine as old a.s Plato, but in no country were its con¬ 
sequences so unreservedly accepted as in Palestine. Nothing is more 
characteristic of the .Tews than their devotion to study, but very little 
thought was given to what wc arc always being told should be the 
practical results of school training. The function of the schools was not 
to teach what might bo even indirectly helpful in the pursuit of trade or 
commerce, or in fitting men ‘ to perfonn justly, skilfully, and mag¬ 
nanimously all the offices, both private and public, of peace and war.’ 
The aim of education was rather what Milton describes as the true 
cud of learning—‘ to know God aright, and out of that knowhulge 
to love Him, to imitate Him, to be like Him.’ The .Jews, believing 
that their national existence could bo jm'serv^ed ojily through know¬ 
ledge of the Law, regarded learning as an end in itself. There was 
no thought, as now, of the application of knowledge to this or that 
particular pursuit. There was no distinction between pure and aj)plied 
science. There were no schools of commerce, and technology was un¬ 
known. The Law was studied for its own sake. The quest for know¬ 
ledge was a religious duty, and its possc'.ssion was the highest good. 

As a consequence, the honours which in all countries have been 
lavished on the soldier, as the emblem and instrument of national 
defence, were bestowed, in Palestine, on the teacher. The analogy 
goes further; for whilst the soldier in all countries is generally ill- 
paid, content with the honour and glory which he may hope to achieve 
and the prestige of his position, the teacher in Palestine was content 
to be unpaid. The recompense of his work wa.s^its result. We find, 
therefore, that the -Rabbis of old were engaged in all kinds of handi¬ 
craft. One was a mason, another a carpenter, Hill el was a hewer 
of wood, and so on. And, in order that the career of a teacher might 
be open to all, it was incumbent on every parent to teach his child 
a trade. Manual labour was therefore dignified. ‘ Great is the 
virtue of handwork,’ says the Talmud; ‘ it honoureth those who 
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devote themselves to it,’ a sentiment the value of which our schools 
are only now beginning to appreciate Maimonides, writing on the 
subject in the twelfth century, says; ‘ We do not find anywhere a 
Rabbi complaining that his contemporaries have bestowed upon 
him no possessions. They set their entire trust in God and in the 
Law, through which alone man can attain to happiness. They refuse 
to accept any gift, for by so doing it might be thought that the 
study and teaching of the ]jaw wts a practice by means of which man 
gained a living.’ It is recorded in more than one instance that a 
wife voluntarily separated herself from her husband, who, late in life, 
desired to take up the teacher’s calling in-order that he might apply 
himself heart and so^ul to learning, rejoining him only when he had 
become a Rabbi. 

That learning was an end in itself, to be pursued without any 
thought of ulterior advancement, was the ideal held up to the Jewish 
people. ‘ Make not thasti- ly of the Law the means of self-aggrandise¬ 
ment,’ says Rabbi Zadok; ‘ neither make it a crown to shine with, 
nor a spade to dig with.’ There is another saying, which bids one 
‘ study the Law, even when not for its own sake, tor, be the object 
what it may, you will come to study it for its own sake ’—a wise and 
pithy saying, constantly illustrated in our own schools, when a man 
takes up a study as a bread-and-butter pursuit, and is so attracted by 
it that he becomes an independent seeker after truth. 

The loftiness of this ideal is heightened when we remember that 
it was through learning only that one could aspire to a seat in the 
Sanhedrin, which was the governing body of the people, and that 
to be admitted a member of that body was the wmrthy ambition of 
every scholar. The title Rabbi, w'hieh means only ‘ Master,’ 
was the equivalent of our ‘ doctorate.’ It was conferred only after 
many years of patient study, and carried with it, like the title ‘ artium 
magister,’ centuries later, the privilege of teaching and of founding 
a school. The fame of any celebrated teacher spread then, as in the 
early part of the Middle Ages, and many a Rabbi, like Abelard, later 
on, attracted students in great numbers from very distant places. 
There was no necessary c(jnuectiou between the Rabbi and the priest. 
On the contrary, the Rabbis -were often in conflict with the political 
influence of the priesthood. The priests were essentially servants of 
the Temple. In the preservation of the Temple services their interests 
and hopes were centred. Kot so the Rabbis. Their outlook was 
wider. Their citadel was the Law, which, as time went on, they 
protected with hedges as defensive as the wire .entanglements of 
modern strategists. At the same time they prepared the way for 
the permanent survival of Judaism, and for rendering its exist¬ 
ence independent of the possession of Palestine or the restoration 
of the Temple. This was the great work which their schools accom¬ 
plished. 
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Something must be now said of Jewish pedagogy, of the subjects 
of instruction, and of the metljods of teaching in these old schoolp. 
The Hebrew Scriptures and the Talmud, consisting of the Mischna 
or Oral Law and iVs interpretation, were the common subjects of school 
instruction. The substance of the Talmud, which during this period 
was unwritten and constantly gathering to itself new matter, was 
the subject of study in the Jewish academies or high schools. It 
occupied the place of the clasi^ics in 'the schools of medieoval Europe, 
and, indeed, in schools of very recent times. 

The obligatory school age commenced at six. Many sayings have 
come down to us showing the importance which was attached to early 
ti-aining. ‘ The quest of knowledge in old age is like drawing on 
sand, in youth like engraving on stone; ’ and elsewhere : ‘ If you 
have not desired knowledge when young, how can you attain to it 
in after-life ? ’ These and many similar sayings found in the Talmud 
express the common belief of the people in those far-off days. In 
the elementary schools a teacher was appointed to every twenty-five 
})u{)il8, the, regulation number of a class. If it was found necessary 
to include forty^ children, an assistant-teacher was added. The 
morning and part of the evening were devoted to instruction. Under 
no circumstances, not even on occasions of great national sorrow, 
might the school be closed. There were holidays, but they were 
few. Even on the Sabbath the school was open, but the teaching 
was restricted to repetition. No new subject was begun. Punc¬ 
tuality in attendance was enforced. Kasclii, the great commentator, 
quotes an old rule : ‘ Give your pupils a fixed time for coming and 
leaving.’ Thoroughness was the great principle on which teachers 
insisted. The old rule, Nonmulta sed muUum, was anticipated by the 
Rabbins. ‘ Better a little with attention than much superficially.’ 
‘A single subject mastered with difficulty is better tiian a hundred 
hastily acquired.’ At the same time teachers recognised the value 
of ‘ short cuts ’ when they were equally efficient. ‘ In teaching, 
always choose the shorter road.’ 

The secret of discipline was interest: the interest aroused in the 
study, and, above all, the interest of parents in what their children 
we|je learning. The sympathy of the parents with the efforts of the 
schoolmaster made his task a pleasure, and instruction easy. Learning 
by heart formed a large part of the teaching both in the elementary 
and higher schools. That was necessarily so when the instruction 
was mainly oral. At the same time reading was generally taught, and 
the Hebrew language was systematically studied. Many mnemonic 
rules are given in the Talmud for assisting the memory, but constant 
repetition was considered the surest method, and in this respect the 
teacliing was very similar to that of comparatively modern times. 
The Latin rule, Repetitio mater est sludiorutn, is otherwise figuratively 
expressed in the saying; ‘ He who studies without repeating is like 
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the man who sows and does not reap.’ And elsewhere ; ‘ He who 
repeats a matter a hundred times does not understand it as well as 
he who repeats it a hundred and one times.^ In an age when 
there were no publishers, and consequently no- text-books, it was 
necessary that the pupil should first fix in his memory the subject 
of the lesson and then seek to understand it. Hence we find the 
saying, ‘First know the matter and then learn to.explain it,’ an 
analytical jjrinciplc of teaching^ of wider application than it probably 
received in the Talmudic schools. ‘"Knowledge is gained,’ says the 
Talmud, ‘ by help of the memory.’ But from a comparatively early 
age the pupil was trained in methods of inquiry, and was encouraged 
to ask questions. The fault that prevailed for so many years in modern 
colleges, where the teacher talked and the student listened, was un¬ 
known ill Talmudic seminaries. The instruction was much more 
lively. There was a constant and brisk interchange of thought between 
teacher and pupil. Writing* on the subject of these schools in 1885, 
Strassburger, a (lermaii author, tells us that ‘the method of instruc¬ 
tion was strictly heuristic.' He may not have used the word exactly 
as it is now applied to the teaching of elementary science, but he 
did mean that the jiupil was expected to elicit by pertinent questions 
anil investigation the meaning of what was to him obscure. ‘ The 
bashful pupil learns notliing,’ we are told in the Talmud, and it was 
expressly forbidden to appear to understand any matter the meaning 
of which was not clear to him. Even if his instructor grew impatient, 
he was told that he should excuse himself by saying: ‘ I ask for 
further explanation because my powers of apprehension are weak.’ 

Whilst the habit of inquiry was thus generally encouraged and 
cultivated, modesty as to his own knowledge and ability, and respect 
for that of his teacher, were the two virtues which students were 
trained to practise. ‘ Teach your tongue to say, I know not,’ is a 
trite Talmudic precept; and it is also said, ‘ If you kngw much, 
do not pride yourself on your knowledge, for thereto you were created.’ 
C'liildren were taught the doctrine that kindly action follows in¬ 
creased intelligence and understanding, and the connection which the 
Talmud establishes between knowledge and right-conduct is suffi¬ 
ciently pronounced to satisfy the most faithful disciple of Herbart. 
llillel goes so far as to say, ‘ A boor cannot be sin-fearing, nor a rustic 
a saint,’ and the penalty’of confirmed sinfulness was exclusion from 
the schools. ‘ You shall not instruct,’ says the Talmud, ‘ a worthless 
pupil.’ 

Under such a .system very high qualifications were required 
from the teachers. The fittest age for a teacher was much discussed, 
and as a general rule no one was con,sidercd qualified to teach under 
forty years of age. To this rule, however, there were many and 
frequent exceptions, and a certain Rabbi counselled, ‘ Do not look 
at the vessel, but at its contents, for we find new vessels with old 
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wine, and old vessels wiili new wine.’ As morality and learning 
were closely associated in old Jewish culture, the moral attributes 
of the teacher wele the qualifications which ^were first considered. 
It was only the pure-minded and the clean-handed who could be 
entrusted with the sacred duty of teaching the young. The Talmud 
gives a very long list of qualifications which the teacher should possess, 
very few of which our ejeamination system would be able to test. 
He should be slow to anger, courtt^us in his language, free from 
conceit, loving criticism and not cixalted by his knowledge, sedate in 
study, widely observant, eager to extend knowledge and to make 
others learn : above all, he must be God-fearing and free from worldly 
ambition. There were no tr&ining colleges in those days ; the teacher 
learned the art of teaching by studying the metho'ds of his master. 

The school buildings were generally outside the town, away 
from the busy hum of men. During the lesson the children sat on 
the floor in a half-circle, and the teacher bn a raised scat in the centre. 
The schoolhouse and synagogue were often in the same building, 
and* even to the present day, the house of prayer is known in Ger¬ 
many as Schnh and in Italy as Scuola. Indeed, in olden times the 
training of the home, of the school, and of the synagogue were one 
and the same. The distinction between religious and secular instruc¬ 
tion was unknown. In the impressive words of a German writer ; 

‘ As the child went forth each morning from his father’s house into 
the synagogue and thence into the seminary, he went from one house 
of God into another, and one Book and one Spirit accompanied him, 
whether at home, in school, or in the house of prayer.’ 

In the higher schools or academies, the voluminous literature 
known as Talmud embraced the various subjects of instruction. 
These, however, were not studied separately according to any pre¬ 
arranged syllabus, but ijicidentally as they arose, and 'as they were 
required Ao elucidate the Biblical text or the traditional precept. 
I’he most superficial acquaintance with the contents of this great 
work, in the form in which we now have it, shows how numerous were 
the avenues it opened up to the study of the science and ])hilosopliy 
of the day. Tlic discussions which occupy a large part of the work 
traverse vast fields of inquiry, including much of what was then 
known of physiology and medicine, of astronomy, law, history, and 
grammar. The search into the inner me’aning of every line and 
word in the Biblical writings, the investigation into the why and 
wherefore of every legal enactment, and the honest endeavour to 
adajjt the written and traditional ordinances to the varying require¬ 
ments of life, led the patient student to follow any track that pro¬ 
mised wider knowledge, and enabled him, in many easels, to strike 
out new paths as the result of independent thought and research. 

‘ It is impossible,’ says the Talmud, ‘ to frequent the academy 
without discovering something new ’—a sentence showing that it was 



1906 EARLY JE^VISH SCHOOL TEACHING 


475 


the duty of the teachers not only to impart acquired knowledge, 
but also to stimulate inquiry into neyr regions of thought. The two 
Buxtorfs, father and son, who are accountec^ among the most learned 
of Christian writers on the Talmud, bear testimony to the width 
and variety of its contents. ‘ The Talmud,’ we are told, ‘ is in itself 
a great body of learning, and contains many-sided references to all 
branches of science ’; and the younger Buxtorf, in the introduction 
to his well-known Lexicon, spftaks of the ‘ legal, medical, ethical, 
political, and astronomical dissertations ’ which are found in its 
pages. 

If we consider for a moment the varied and intricate questions 
which necessarily arose in deducing from the Bible and the Mischna 
a practical code of ordinances to govern every detail in human life, 
we shall realise how many so-called secular subjects of study were 
called into requisition in th^ arguments for and against any judg¬ 
ment or decision. Tal<’^ the laws for the killing of animals for 
human food, which recently occupied the attention of the Admiralty 
Committee. The report of that Committee was necessarily largely 
influenced by the evidence of two of our best known physiologists. 
The discussions of the members of the Committee were of the same 
order of thought as those of the Jewish scholars 2,(XX) years ago, 
and, although the conclusions may not be identical, the investiga¬ 
tions were carried on in a like scientific spirit and*with the same 
humanitarian object in view. Questions of anatomy were frequent 
subjects of inquiry in the Talmudic schools. Whether the hare, for 
instance, can be classed among ruminants was a matter on which 
difference of opinion prevailed. In the Bible it is so classified, 
and on that ground alone would have been considered clean and 
edible. But^as the hoof is undivided, it was forbidden as an article 
of food. When the Bible was translated into Greek the newer 
learning went to show that the hare did not chew the cucf, and the 
Septuagint Jewish writers gave both reasons for its being forbidden 
and boldly inserted the negative, thus altering the original text. If 
we consider the searching character of the investigation which alone 
could have justified such an alteration ‘ we shall realise how extended 
was the field of knowledge in which the old Jewish teachers worked. 

Then, again, the settling of the Calendar with a view to the accurate 
determination of the dates of the Festivals and Feasts necessitated 
a wide acquaintance with astronomical science. According to the 
Talmud, the Israelite who asjiired to be ranked among the wise 
was bound to study mathematics and astronomy. It was said 
of one of the Rabbis that ^ the paths of the heavenly bodies were 

' Til the LXX. version of Lev. xi. fi, which runs as follows : koX rhv 
Sti oiiK aviyti ixttpvKKTfihv rovro Kal 6irXi]V ov aKdOaprou tovto vfiiv, the negative 

oi/K is inserted in the text, and the conjunctive koI is substituted for the disjunctive 
‘ but.’ ‘ And the hare, because he ehoweth tlie cud, hut divideth not the hoof, he is 
unclean to you.” 
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as familiar to him as the streets of his native town.’ ‘ Astronomy 
and Geometry,’ according to tjie Mischna, ‘ are the ornaments of 
wisdom.’ The Talmud qonsists largely of dissertations on historical, 
legal, and scientific questions, and these formed the subject-matter of 
discussions in the schools. The method of training was in the highest 
degree disciplinary. It served to sharpen the wits and to develop 
the intelligence of the stndents in a manner and to a degree that 
have never been surpassed. It had marny of the merits of the Socratic 
method, but dealt with matters of wider interest to the welfare 
of the community. The subjects of inquiry led the student into 
fields of investigation and research which included the entire area of 
the science of the day. It embraced Persian, Greelc, and Roman 
lore. For a period of more than 500 years, the Talmudists were 
prominent among the most earnest searchers after truth ; and it was 
unquestionably due to the collateral study involved in the inter¬ 
pretation of difficult passages in the written and-Oral Law that their 
descendants occupied so distinguished a position among the philo¬ 
sophers and physicians of the early Middle Ages. 

The tendency of modern educational thought and policy in 
certain directions is not so far removed from the ideals of the old 
Talmudic fathers. Year by year, and very rapidly in the last few 
years, the belief is growing and maturing that the salvation of a 
people is their school training. For the successful discharge of every 
duty in life—for the attainment of all those ends which to the modern 
world are dear—education has come to be regarded not only as neces¬ 
sary but indispensable. What kind of education is best adapted to 
different purposes, to the making of men and women, is a question— 
or is a consideration involving questions, for they are many—of the 
greatest concern and of the deepest interest. But everyone is agreed 
that the training of the young is a matter of national importance, 
demanding the active thought, the financial aid, and the careful 
supervision of the State. With this recogjiition of the national 
aims of education, has grown up, or is growing up, a truer appre¬ 
ciation of the position and authority of the teacher. It is because 
there has been lacking in this country that enthusiasm for educa¬ 
tion, l^at belief in its saving and constructive influence, that respect 
for the teacher, which distinguished the ancient Jews, that we have 
been falling behind in many walks of life, and have now to devote our 
energies to the remedying of our defects. But the last quarter 
of a century has witnessed a great change. We arc impressed by the 
fact that from the bcture-rooms and laboratories of our professors 
go forth discoveries and laws, which modify the whole course of human 
life in all its tangled and varied efforts, and we see with satisfaction 
that honours are bestowed with no sparing hand upon those who 
have helped to push back the barriers of the unknown, or have 
rendered the wisdom sown of ages more generally available. The 
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respect and esteem in which the Rabbi was held in Talmudic days is 
being gradually extended to the schoolmaster and to the professor of 
modern times. Slowly but certainly we are coifting to regard the 
schools of the people as the nation’s strongtolds,* and to see in their 
efficiency the country’s real strength and civilising power. This 
ideal was ever present to the minds of the Jewish sages whose wisdom 
is recorded in the pages of the Talmud. . 

Perhaps, too, we may come#in time to recognise as they did—and 
many present confficts will then have ceased—that all knowledge is 
divine, that science and religion are one, or, as the Talmud tersely 
expresses it: ‘ Truth is the seal of God.’ 

Philip Magnus. 
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THE LORDS AND THE EDUCATION BILL 


There can be no doubt that when the Lords have completed their 
consideration of the Education Bill in Committee a situation will 
have arisen which will require very careful handling indeed if a political 
crisis is to be averted. The Taberal majority in the Commons is young, 
eager, and intensely Kadical. Already it has had one or two small 
brushes with the Lords. And the temper it displayed on those 
comparatively insignificant occasions shows that it will need all 
‘ C.-B.’s ’ wonderful control over his followers to keep them steady 
when face to face with the Lords’ amendments to their Education 
BiU. 

That the Lords will make drastic amendments the S(;cond Reading 
s)>eeches of the Primate and the Duke of Devonshire leave no shadow 
of doubt. And, in passing, let me clear up a fatal confusion of thought 
into which the Primate fell in the speech under reference, and to 
which Mr. Balfour is persistently addicted. These good people say : 
‘ Here are the Church schools, built, to a large extent at any rate, with 
moneys subscribed by Church people in order that children may 
receive Church teaching. IsiCt it grossly tyrannical and a cruel hrcaelt 
of faith now to divert these schools from their original 'purpose and turn 
them info Provided schools in which undenominational religious teaching 
only can be given as part of the State provision ? ’ (Of course the Bill 
ofiers ‘ facilities ’ either on two days a week or on every day in the 
week for specific Church teaching ; but as this is no part of the public 
provision of education, and is at the expense of the denominationafists 
theinselves, they decline to connote the fact in stating their argument.) 

Now, in order properly to examine this the main charge against 
the Government Bill, 1 must, like Dr. Davidson, indulge in a short 
retrospect. Down to 1870 primary education was conducted by 
voluntary agencies aided by Exchequer grants. These grants were 
fixed, at that time, at any rate, at such a level as to necessitate the 
raising of a substantial sum per child by way of local voluntary con¬ 
tributions. And it was these voluntary contributions* which were 
held to justify the giving—over and above the secular teaching paid 
for by the Government grants—of denominational religious teaching. 
When Parliament came to review the situation in 1870, it was seen 
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that, even when aided by very largo Exchequer grants, the voluntary 
system was wholly inadequate to mqet the needs ^of the nation. So 
Parliament passed the Act of 1870. Wha^t did that Act achieve 
exactly ? It said to the managers of the denominational schools : 
‘ You will go on receiving State grants ; your schools will remain under 
private managenjent; you will continue to give denominational 
teaching; but you will also have to continue to collect a substantial 
portion of your income by mean# of voluntary contributions.’ (Indeed, 
so generously did the Act of 1870 treat the denominationalists that 
whilst their schools accommodated 1,800,000 children in 1870, by 
1900 they werc accommodating .‘1,000,000.) But the Act of 1870 
went further. It sfiid : ‘ Clearly the voluntary system is not adequate 
to meet our demands. It must be supplemented. We will, there¬ 
fore, give every locality the power to elect iid hoc a local Board of 
Education—a School Board, I’ho first duty of this School Board 
will be to survey the area of its adininiKtration, and if it finds a defici¬ 
ency in S(’hool accommodation it shall build an elementary school to 
be directly under its control. This school we wilt style a Board scliool. 
It shall get Government grants just like the denominational school ; 
but, unlike that school, it shall not be called upon to collect its local 
income from the pockets of voluntary subscribers. It shall make up 
any deficiency in its school fund after the receipt of the Government 
grant as a charge ufon the local rates. But,’ continued the Act of 1870, 

‘ in consideration of this aid from the rates this new typo of school 
must conform to two vital conditions : (1) It must be fully under 
local public control, and (2) if any religious teaching be given in 
it, l.hat religious teaching must not include any formulary or tenet 
distinctive of any particular denomination.’ 

Very good. The new Board schools thus started alongside the 
older denominational system flourished amazingly. By 1900 they were 
accommodating, roughly, ‘5,000,000 children. Thus at that date 
half the working-ciass children were in attendance at one type of 
school and half at the other. But as the years had gone on between 
1870 and IflOO the strain on the denominational system had become 
increasingl)'^ acute. AV^ith the very n-akiral zeal of the religionists their 
directors had striven with ndght and main to extend their area of 
operations; and so successful were they in this perfectly under¬ 
standable endeavour that, as I have s.aid, by 1900 they were essaying 
the task of educating nearly twice as many youngsters as in 1870, 
with the inevitable result that they were giving to surface what 
should have been devoted to depth. And in com]>etition with the 
rate-aided Board school the struggle for existence became increasingly 
difficult. If Mr. Balfour had not come to their re.scue in 1902, four- 
fifths of them would by to-day have passed into the hands of the 
School Boards. And where, let me ask the Primate and Mr. Balfour, 
would denominational teaching have been then ? 
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However, in 1902 Mr. Balfour, recognising that the great majority 
^of the denominational schools were in extremis, came to their rescue 
with his Bill of that year. What was wanted was more money. Had 
there been any in the central Exchequer he would doubtless have 
proposed a new big Special Aid grant. But the South African war 
had emptied the State coffers; so there was nothing for it but to let 
the denominational schodl drift painfully and rapidly out of existence 
altogether, or put it on the rates. Thfe latter was a desperate expedient. 
It involved all sorts of nasty conditions, and would probably be fatal 
in the long run to the system. The late Primate wrung his hands 
and warned his people of the cataclysm which would await the close 
of their short and swift existence upon ‘ the slippery slope of the 
rates.’ However,/atrfe de mieux, on the rates they went. 

Now the reader will begin to sec the reason foj my retrospect. 
What were the prime conditions laid down in 1870 under which alone 
a school could receive rate aid ? (And reineYnbcr these conditions 
were acquiesced in by all parties, Tories and Liberals, Churchmen and 
chapel-goers.) They were, as I have said : (1) Full local control ; 
(2) no denominational teaching as part of the public provision of 
education. 

When Dr. Davidson, therefore, stands at the table of the House 
of Lords and talks about Clause I. of the Government Bill—under 
which all rate-aided schools become ‘ Provided ’ or Board schools— 
as constituting a gross breach of faith, his jeremiads are belated. 
They ought to have been delivered exactly four years ago. ^'hey 
ought to have been directed against Mr. Balfour, and not against Sir 
Henry Campbell-Bannerman. And they ought to have taken this 
form : ‘ Thank you very much ; but we dare not put our schools on 
the rates because that will involve fundamental changes jn the conduct 
of our schools in which we arc not prepared to acquiesce.’ The good 
Archbishop wants to cat his cake in 1902 and still have it in P>0(»! 

And Mr. Balfour, who is far more subtle than the Prinjale. coti- 
stantly looks across to the Liberal benches and with wcll-aficcted 
innocence asks, ‘ What grievance did my Act of 1902 impose upon 
Nonconformists ? Did I not free all the teachers, save tin; head 
teachers, from anything in the nature of a religious test ? Did J not 
give the municipal authorities full control of all the finances of the 
denominational school ? Did I not abolish “ the one-man manager ” ? 
Did 1 not associate with him in the management of the denominational 
school five other persons, two of whom are representatives of the 
public ? ’ Often and often have I smiled to see the gloom, and even 
consternation, these perfectly true statements have caused to spread 
over the countenances of the stern and unbending Nonconformists 
of the Liberal benches ! But the fact is Mr. Balfour, with Oriental 
ingenuity, entirely begs the question. The question he should ask 
himself is this; ‘Having put these schools on the rates, did 1 make 
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them conform to the conditions laid down by common consent in 
1870 as essential to the receipt of* rate aid ? ’. Put this way the 
answer would be rtuch more embarrassing to the right hon. 
gentleman. 

This is a long digression from a consideration of the problem of 
what will happen when the Lords have done with the Government 
Bill. But, after all, it is necessary to a proper understanding of the 
situation, because, whatever *the Government may agree to in 
December next, it cannot possibly accept any amendment which 
(1) vitiates in any degree whatsoever the policy of complete local 
control ; (2) ipiposes a religious test upon any teacher upon appoint¬ 
ment ; and (.‘i) provides for the giving of denominational religious 
leaching at the public expense, and as part of the provision by the 
local education authorify of public elementary education. 

These matters are definitely barred. The emphatic pledges given 
by Liberals last January m.ake this mueh quite clear. Therefore their 
Lordships had better understand at once that any attempt to modify 
the Bill in such a way as to contravene these three propositions will 
simply mean trouble. 

At the same time, T do not deny that quite outside these matters 
several im])ortant alterations of the Bill are possible. There is the 
([uestion of the old fManse VT., now (Manse VTT. That Clause laid it 
down for the first time in English educational history that a parent 
need not send his child to school till the close of the religious lesson. 
This niay be knoehed out by the Lord.s, and T suppose not very many 
of us in tin; Commons wMll shed many tears. There will still remain 
the rather invidious ‘ Conscience tMau.se’ of 1870, under which the 
child must come to school at the formal opening and thereafter either 
receive religious instruction or stand aside to receive secular instruc¬ 
tion. This has recently been amplified by the ‘ Anson ’ by-law, 
which, wherever a loeal education .authority cares to adopt it, sets 
up by by-law substantially what Mr. Birrell pro])osed to enact by 
statute. So, after all. Clause VI1. may go without much pother, 
though 1 for one shall regret its disappearance. 

Then comes ‘ the silencing of the voice of the teacher,’ as Dr. 
Davidson cleverly put it months ago. In the cases of all transferred 
denominational schools which do not apply for ‘ extended facilities,’ 
the Bill proposes that the State teacher should not be allowed to 
volunteer to give the (lenominational teaching provided for under 
the ordinary facilities plan on two mornings a week. This has been 
put into the Bill to prevent a religious test being af>plied to the teacher 
on appointment. For myself, I have all along suggested that a com¬ 
promise might be effected by allowing the existing teachers who have 
in the pjist given denominational teaching to continue to do so if they 
care to volunteer. For undoubtedly very many of them, and especi¬ 
ally the women, consider it a grave hardship to be now deprived of 
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a duty wliirh lias been to them in the past a real pleasure and a genuine 
satisfaction. Further, I fancy that my friends who fear a test if the 
teacher be allowed to volunteer do not quite project their minds into 
the working of the new machinery for the local control of the schools 
and the teachers to be set up under the Bill if and when it passes into 
law. To-day the person who would ask the teacher to volunteer would 
be able as a manager vitally to affect his appointment. To-morrow 
that same person would have no right whatever as a manager to put 
any such question to the teacher. And if he did the teacher would at 
once apply in protest to the local education authority. Besides 
there is always the Natiomil Union of Teachers. That powerful, 
often maligned, and very much misunderstood organisation, to which 
the country owes a good deal more of educational reform than it 
is ever likely to acknowledge, may very well be left to see that no 
injustice befalls the teacher. 

One other point before I leave the teachef. Clause VIII., Sub¬ 
section 2, reads as follows : ‘ A teacher employed in a public elementary 
school shall not be required as part of his duties as teacher to give any 
religious instruction, and shall not be required as a condition of his 
appointment to subscribe to any religious creed, or to attend or abstain 
from attending any Sunday school or place of religious worship.’ 
I sincerely hope no attempt will be made to tamper with this sub¬ 
section. To religionists it provides for the first time an assurance 
that the teacher who does not believe shall be freed without prejudice 
from the most odious task of imparting to little children religious, 
truths about which he himself may be sceptical. To the teachers it 
is a most timely and grateful ('onscience (dause. To the vast multi¬ 
tude of teachers it will make no difference whatever ; to a very few it 
may be an unspeakable relief. . 

Then there comes the problem of Clause IV., an extension of the 
principles of the settlement of 1870 wholly gratuitous from the point 
of view of Liberalism, and wholly made in the interests of the denomi- 
nationalists, who, by the way, have been the reverse of grateful for 
what Mr. Birreli has, in the teeth of much Liberal irritation, attempted 
on their behalf. The four-fifths of Clause IV. may be reduced by 
the l^ords to three-fourths or something of that sort. I hope not. 
Unless the parents of four-fifths of the children attending a school 
can be found willing to ballot for ‘ extended facilities,’ it is clear that 
the school does not represent that homogeneous family the existence 
of which can alone justify the special arrangements for religious 
teaching of a denominational character provided for in the clause. 

Again, there is the proscription limiting the application of the 
clause to urban areas with populations of over 5,000. 'This is very 
much resented by the denominationalists, and may be thrown out by 
the Lords. I do not think there is anything very terrible in this, 
because the clause elsewhere provides that ‘ extended facilities ’ can 
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only be granted if there is a sufficiency of Cowper-Tempie school 
accommodation within easy access qE the children whose parents do 
not desire the form oi special religious teaching provided under the 
scheme of ‘ extended facilities.’ Therefore this* amendment would 
not cause me personally any sleepless nights. 

Finally there,is the suggestion that the clause should be made 
‘ mandatory.’ This, so far as the duty' of the Local Education 
Authority to furnish the ‘ extended facilities ’ demanded is concerned, 
is a reasonable demand which I have all along supported—not indeed 
as involving any matter of high policy, but purely in the interests of 
administrative harmony. However, the Government has conceded 
an appeal to the Bqard of Education on the point, so there is not much 
left in the demand for turning the first ‘ may ’ of the clause into 
‘ shall.’ But the proposal to make the clause ‘ mandatory,’ so far 
as the teachers are concerned, is quite out of the question. To make 
the second ‘ may ’ of* the clause into ‘ shall ’ would involve a direct 
denominational test upon the teachers ; and this the Cabinet is bound 
to oppose. * 

1 have now shortly outlined the sort of amendments upon which 
compromise may be possible, though I admit the task of negotiation 
will be extremely difficult at ev(iry point. Anything beyond that 
which I have discussed—as, for example, any attempt to extend the 
‘ facilities ’ plan to the Council schools, anything in the nature of a 
test for teachers, or any attempt to make denominational religious 
teaching a part of the public i)rovision of elementary education—will 
mean a deadlock at once. Therefore lot both Lords and denomi- 
nationalists go warily. Lot them agree with their adversary quickly 
whiles he is in the way with them, lest a worse tiling fall upon them. 
1 put this in^no minatory spirit; but I put it all the same. If they 
will only face facts frankly, they will see that the Bill gives them, under 
its scheme of facilities, quite as much definite dogmatic* religious 
teaching as they get to-day, and in the vast majority of the Church of 
England schools a good deal more. Besides this, it takes the whole 
upkeep of the school premises, wherever a transfer is effected, entirely 
out of their hands ; and remember these selfsame premises will still be 
available for all sorts of parochial purposes, for the wear and tear 
engendered by which the public will pay. Finally, wherever ‘ ordinary 
facilities ’ are applied for, the Bill adds a rental from the public purse 
for the use of the buildings. What better thaia this, let me ask any 
business-like denominationalist, does he expect to get ? 

• 

T. J. Macnamaea. 

PosTSCEiPT ; August liSth. —Since writing the foregoing the situation 
has been sensibly complicated by the decision of the Court of Appeal 
in the matter of the refusal of the West Yorks Education Authority 
to pay any salary for the time devoted by any teacher in a non- 
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provided school to the giving of denominational religious teaching. 
It has been the policy of that authority to deduct from the payments 
due to non-provi<fed sclj;Ool teachers a moiety in respect of the time 
given to denominational teaching. Their policy was upheld in a 
County Court action ; was thereafter declared to be uUra vires by the 
Court of King’s Bench; and has now been declared to be legal by the 
Master of the Rolls and Lord Justice Farwell—Lord Justice Moulton 
dissenting—sitting as a Courjt of Appeal. The last decision, if it 
stands, cannot but have a most far-reaching effect not only upon the 
education controversy but also upon the political situation which 
will arise in the autumn. The decision intimates to Local Education 
Authorities all over the country that no obligation rests upon them to 
pay for denominational religious teaching. And no doubt, unless the 
matter is the subject of further revision, numbers of Local Authorities, 
especially in Wales, will follow the lead, of the West Yorks Authority. 
This will be most embarrassing to denominationalists and very unfair 
to non-provided school teachers, who will either have to continue to 
give denominational teaching as a labour of love or rely for requite- 
ment on the fluctuating hand of voluntary contributions. 

Of course all this makes confusion worse confounded, and it is more 
than ever the duty of the Government to go ahead with its determina¬ 
tion to straighten out this woeful education tangle. All talk of the 
desirableness of withdrawing the Government Bill in view of the 
Court of Appeal decision is sheer nonsense. The decision accentuates 
the need for the Bill. At the same time there is no doubt the position 
of the Government is most substantially strengthened by the decision. 
If it cared to take a purely partisan view of the situation it could, 
if it wished, say to the denominationalists, ‘ Very well; you don’t 
like our Bill; you need not have it. The Act of 1902, as interpreted 
by the Court of Appeal decision, leaves you to a large extent with our 
Bill minus the million of money we have 'put into Clause XIII. to cover 
the cases of transfer ; which million you would find very useful indeed 
in paying for the giving of that denominational teaching which the public 
funds no longer cover.'* Of course the Government would have to 
admit that there would still remain the questions of the management 
of ^non-provided schools and of immunity for teachers from tests 
for it to deal with. But these could be easily accomplished in a 
short two-clause Bill next session. 

My view therefore is that when the Lords and the Clergy come to 
look carefully into the Court of Appeal decision—and I gravely 
doubt whether denominationalists will improve their position by 
carrying the matter to the still higher Court—they will come to the 
final consideration of the Government Bill in a much more consenting 
frame of mind than would have been the case if this momentous 
decision had never been given. If so, we may yet have a happy issue 
out of our difiiculties. 


T. J. M, 
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The adjournment of Parliament for the autumn holidays affords 
hreathing-time to note the position and prospects of the country 
and its institutions under Ttadical auspices. 

The passage of the Education Bill through the House of Comm<Jns 
almost simultaneously with the presentation of the Report of the 
Royal (Commission on (^hurch Discipline marks a crisis of tremendous 
moment to the Church of England. I am not going to discuss the 
degree in which, were it to become law in the form in which it 
awaits the (Jommittcc stage in the House of Lords, it would impair 
the influence and confiscate the property of that Church, not having 
applied that diligence of study to this complex measure and to 
the debates thereon which would be necessary to qualify one to 
pronounce an opinion about its effect in these respects. It would be 
premature, also, to estimate the bearing upon Church interests of the 
recent decision of the Court of Appeal upon the suit of the West Riding 
(■ounty Council, as it seems likely that the case will be carried to the 
House of Lords. But it is open to anybody to collate the opinions 
of leading Churchmen upon the Bill as it stands, and to note the 
unanimity of protest from those representing every shade of ecclesi¬ 
astical practice against the alienation of the funds invested by the 
Church on the faith of Acts of Parliament. 

I have hove [said tho Avclibisliop of Canterbury in the debate on the Ist of 
August] the figures for three dioceses taken absolutely at random, and I find 
that, since ‘ the appointed day ’ under the Act of 1902, the diocese of Canterbury 
lias spent fiOjOOoi., Oxford 57,000/., and Winchester 105,000f. in the building of 
new schools. It surely is almost impossible to say that tlieso schools can bo 
taken over and entirely, transformed in their character without an absolute 
violation of the whole traditions of hlnglish public security and of English public 
honour. . . . There will be something more than mere transformation—an 
absolute end of, any true preservation of tho principles for which this money 
was given and this effort made. 

On the following day the Duke of Devonshire, surely the very 
type of an English lay Churchman, spoke with equal earnestness : 

485 
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The managers [of transferred schools] will be appointed in futnre by the 
local authority, and the teachers will bo appointed by the same body. The 
effect of that is thaf every security that has been provided by the deeds of 
Church schools for haying Church teaching for Churcn people in Church schools 
will bo absolutely swept away. 

We all know [said the Bishop of Southwark] that it is not one party in the 
Church of England which is maJdng resistance, but that it proceeds from all 
those who feci tfnxioty that, if we are to keep religion, the religion shall be real. 

Unless the liill is drastically altered [said Lord Halifax], neither the 
members of the Church of England nor the members of the Roman Catholic 
communion are going to submit to it. . . . The provisions of this Bill ignore 
the sacred rights of Christian children and Christian parents, outrage the rights 
of conscience and flatly contradict those principles of justice to which appoa 

i.s so constantly made in words. * ' 

• 

Even the Bishop of Hereford, the solitary stipporter of the Bill 
among his clerical colleagues in the Lords, advocates amendments 
which, if carried, would alter the meastire in such important respects 
that it would hardly be recognised as that which the Government 
have spent months in driving through the House of Commons. Dr. 
Percival would have ‘ Biblical instruction according to the funda¬ 
mental principles of the Christian faith ’ given day by day within 
the regular school hours in all public elementary schools ; and he 
would sweep away the arbitrary limit of 5,000 population which the 
Bill fixes as determining the kind of religious teaching to he given in 
particular areas. 

Quid plura ? Quotations snch as these from the speeches of clergy 
representing every variety of ecclesiastical opinion, and from laymen 
differing as widely as even the latitude of the Church of England 
jjcrraits, might be multiplied indefinitely. Nobody who has given 
any attention to the matter will be inclined to dispute the Bishop 
of London’s assertion that ‘ the Church of England is sp united in its 
opposition to the Bill as it has seldom been united before.’ 

This* exemplary harmony would be most reassuring to those who 
desire earnestly to maintain the influence and protect the just rights 
of the Church, were there not signs, unhappily, that the harmony is 
only ad hoc, and that, were the external danger averted, an internal 
and more deadly one will have to be faced. The August number of 
this Review bears witness to the dissatisfaction with which extreme 
Evangelicals and extreme Ritualists have, received the Report of the 
Royal Commission. That Report probably embodies the average 
opinion of the English laity. Anything less than the restrictions 
which it recommends to be imposed upon the licence exercised by 
Ritualist clergymen would have caused many men to alter their 
views as to the expediency of maintaining any longer the Established 
Church; anytliing more would have pointed in the dire’etion of what 
is of all proceedings the most abhorrent to peaceable citizens—the 
prosecution and punishment of men for their religious beliefs. 

Of the four writers who have dealt with the Report in the pages 
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of this Kevicw, none is satisfied. The fifth and principal recoin- 
rneiidation of the Commissioners is that when questions touching 
the doctrine or use of the Church of England arise in an appeal before 
the Final Court involving charges of heresy or breach of ritual, such 
questions shall be referred for decision to an assembly of the arch¬ 
bishops and bishops of both provinces. This recommendation, 
regarded by Sir George Arthur, whose sympathies are strongly with 
the ultra-Eitualists, as ‘ by far tlyj most valuable part of the Report,’ 
is vehemently denounced by Lady Wimbome, who protests that 
‘ ecclesiastical rule has ever been and always will be foreign to our 
national character. We cannot be coerced by a handful of eccle¬ 
siastics, representing but an insignificant minority of the nation.’ 
Canon Henson is evdn more emphatic, and brushes the whole Report 
aside because ‘ its recommendations surrender the principle at stake 
and ask the English jjeop’e to purchase a doubtful relief from sporadic 
absurdities by giving ijational sanction to the Tractarian aspiration 
for ecclesiastical autonomy.’ ‘ Sporadic,’ be it said with all respect, 
seems a mild term to aj)ply to practices which, as Canon Hcn^n 
himself observes, have allfted the aspect of public worship in more 
than Ij.'iOO churches and have resulted in the presentation of a memorial 
to the Commissioners, signed by 2,51!> clergymen, declaring it to be their 
duty to observe the Ornaments Rubric, ‘ especially with regard to the 
use of vestments.’ No good will come out of an attempt to minimise 
the dilemma. The amount and energy of the disruptive agencies 
must be realised before considering any measures to mitigate the 
mischief. 

The last of the quartette of writers, Mr Herbert Paul, declares 
his conviction that it would be hopeless to ask the House of Commons 
to sanction ‘ the reference of any charges brought before an ecclesias¬ 
tical court to an assembly of bishops, perhaps the least judicial among 
all the orders of men.’ Generalisations of this kind are always to be 
received with caution, but this one touches the kernel of the whole 
matter. What hope is there for a C'hurch constituted imder bishops 
if the Evangelical laity, on the one hand, deride their authority in 
matters spiritual as vested in ‘ the least judicial among the orders of 
men,’ and the Ritualist clergy, on the other hand, deliberately defy 
the monitions of their bishops and, to quote the words of the Report, 
persist ‘ in practices significant of teaching repudiated by the Church 
of England ’ ? Such a condition of things is sheer anarchy, and 
anarchy, if it cannot be reduced to order, must end in dissolution. 
The Roman Catholic will perceive in this anarchy the natural outcome 
of the right of private judgment. He can point to the four papers 
in this Revie^^ and show that the Protestant mind has become so 
disoixlcred by the exercise of that right that it cannot be brought 
to recognise authority anywhere, except in the law courts supported 
by the police. He may claim as evidence the fact that, of the four 
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writers, only one, Lady Wimborne, recognises the fitness of the Com¬ 
missioners for the work committed to them, but, as has been shown, 
has the strongest objection Ifco their unanimous recommendation 
of a spiritual Court of Appeal, which she regards as ‘ meeting a pro¬ 
longed and sustained course of law-breaking by revising the law to 
suit the law-breakers.’ Of the other three writers, Canon Henson 
censures the. ‘ irrelevant discussions’ and 'gratititous loquacity’ of 
the Commissioners; Sir George Arthur reflects upon them as ‘ having 
Come into being under what" may be termed shady circumstances,’ 
and Mr. Paul complains that they were ‘ not so impartially selected 
as they might have been,’ and comments on ‘ the undue prepon¬ 
derance of High Churchmeii.’ 

If, then, it has indeed come'to this pass that Protestant Christians 
arc incapable of recognising authority and submitting to control, 
the maintenance of a Church by the State has become a mockery. 
Speaking as the man in the street, I express jny disbelief that matters 
have gone so far, thougli for the last fifty years they have been tending 
that way. For three hundred years the bishops ruled the Church of 
England, and their authority was never set at naught by their clergy or 
by those who remained members of that Church. Even now, the great 
mass of moderate opinion in the Church of England loyally supports 
the bishops in the exercise of their authority, desires to see them 
enforce it, and recognises them as the only court qualified by training, 
study, and position to pronounce impartial and discerning judgment 
upon ‘ any question touching the doctrine or use of the Church of 
England, which question is not . . . governed by the plain language 
of documents having the force of Acts of Parliament.’ 

But that mass of moderate opinion will assuredly bo alienated 
from the Church if it is found that what should be the guiding and 
controlling authority is incapable of steering a true course. By this 
term ‘ g, true course ’ are imjflied no doctrines or system of theology 
beyond those professed by the Protestant Church of England when 
she went out from the Church of Home. In doing so she rejected 
certain doctrines, practices, and symbolical observances which were 
and arc taught and performed in the Church of Home. About the 
precise doctrines rejected there exists no doubt; about the practices 
and^bservances there appears to be less exact means of information. 
It is in these that the ordinary Churchman looks for guidance to the 
bishops. If they pronounce it to be edifying and lawful for a Pro¬ 
testant clergyman to officiate one day in a green stole, another day 
in a purple, and a third day in a red one, and that it is expedient 
to revive these an^ other ceremonial garbs after three hundred years 
of tacit desuetude, the reasonable man will be satisfied; it is sanc¬ 
tioned by authority. But when these and similar novelties are 
displayed in open disregard of the episcopal monition, by clergy who 
refuse to call themselves, and object to being called, Protestant, it 
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is time to ask—Does the clergy exist for the Church, or the Cliurch 
for the clergy ? 

It is improbable th^t the present t'arliament will come to an end 
without having to discuss a measure or motion for disestablishing the 
Church of England, which will unite the clergy of all its subdivisions in 
harmony as exemplary as they have exhibited in opposition to the Edu¬ 
cation Bill. But the clergy are not the Church, and the issue of any 
attack upon the Church depend^ upon^the unwavering support of lay 
Churchmen. Much has been done to cause them to waver; something 
must be done to restore their whole-hearted allegiance. It rests with the 
extreme parties within the Church to do this. Is each of them willing 
to yield something out of consideration‘for the other, and sacrifice, 
not principles, but prepossession in the interest of the whole ? 

Evangelicals interpiet as signs of corruption the desire and inclina¬ 
tion of many of their fcllow-Churchmen, clergy and laity, for fuller 
and more elaborate forii's in public worship than arc edifying to 
themselves, t'an they not bring themselves to recognise in this a 
phenomenon of growth and adaptation to the wants of a living organi¬ 
sation. The liturgy and rubrics, while prescribing certain things 
which shall or shall not be done, lay down no rule about others, thereby 
appearing to contain provision for a reasonable degree of modification 
in ])ractice. It is asking too much that the dificrcnce between the 
intellectual atmospheres of the sixteenth and twentieth centuries 
should find no reflection in the spiritual atmosphere. Nay, do not 
the Evangelicals themselves manifest response to the change which has 
come over the sjiirit of Christianity by demanding the disuse of the 
creed erroneously attributed to »St. Athanasius ? 

On the other hand, it is no extravagant demand upon the for¬ 
bearance of the ultra-Iiitualist clergy that, so long as they derive 
emolument from their position within the Church, they should desist 
from those practices which have been pronounced contrary Uj the law 
and practice of the Church, and which are offensive and disquieting to 
the great majority of Protestant Christians. 

What prospect is there of attaining this measure of mutual con¬ 
cession 'i Not much, it must be sorrowfully admitted, judging from 
the four articles in the August number of this Review. Here are the 
two voices : 

• 

^1) We may take it [says Lady Wjinborno] as an accepted fact that no 
lovision of the rubrics which would satisfy even tlic less advanced members of 
the llitiialist party would ever be assented to by the move I’rotestaat section of 
the Church. • 

(2) A solid phalanx of tlic Catholic scliool | writes Sir Ceor<^e .\rthurj, to which 
is joined a very large number of men of so-called moderate views, backed by 
a goodly company of I'lvangelicals, is finally determined to eland no tampering 
with the Prayer-book, and especially with the Quicunque viill. 


If these are indeed the last words—if both sides continue to 
VoL. LX—No 355 JC K 
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vociferate ‘ No surrender! ’ then must the Church of England enter 
upon the coming struggle depriyed of the support of that staunch, 
if mostly inarticulate, body of its members and friends which has 
never failed it hitheHo. They have stood by the Church in resisting 
the Education Bill because they were determined that religion, and 
not a mere nebulous code of ethics, should be an integral part of 
national education. But they will not stand by a Church which has 
confessed its impotency to control th^ vagaries of its priesthood and 
appears half-ashamed of the masculine Protestantism which it is its 
mission to maintain. The clergy, as aforesaid, are not the Church, 
but the destiny of the Church of England is entrusted to their keeping. 
That destiny is secure only so long as the clergy retain the confidence 
of the laity—a confidence which has been grievously shaken by overt 
dissension upon graver matters than copes and chasubles, incense 
and lights. Nevertheless, it is in these comparative trivialities, for 
which the average lay mind can find little patience, that the clergy 
can most effectively manifest a sense of discipline and reassure their 
perplexed flocks. In doing so, they will make no surrender of liberty, 
for the Church of England has always allowed ample latitude for 
High and Low within her borders ; but they must not construe liberty 
into licence. 

Speaking as a layman who would fain remain loyal to the Church 
as I believed it to be when I was confirmed, I am forced to admit 
that no more staggering blow to loyalty has been dealt than was 
conveyed by Lord Hugh Cecil’s two letters to the Times on the 14th 
and 18th of August. The sentiments of an individual layman might 
not be held to compromise the cause of the Church of England; but 
Lord Hugh is no ordinary layman. He \vas the recognised and able 
champion of the High Church party in the last Parliament, and 
spoke with acknowledged authority in all matters affecting their 
interests. * It is a grievous disappointment to those who have watched 
his rise with admiration, and looked forward to his future position 
with bright hopes, to recognise in his advocacy of passive resistance 
to legal obligations the moral obliquity which the enemies of sacer¬ 
dotalism allege is the natural effect of that influence. He perceives, 
as we all do, that Nonconformists have scored a success by passive 
resistance. ‘ The only resource,’ says he, ‘ is to imitate their methods. 
So shall we be again on equal terms.’ These are the ethics of Donuy- 
brook Fair; but Avorse was to follow. When Sir West Kidgeway 
asked pithily the question which must have occurred to most readers 
of Lord Hugh Ceoil’s first letter—namely, what moral difference 
could be shown between passive resistance and the plan of campaign, 
his lordship stooped to a sorry casuistry to justify his advice. 

The refusal to pay taxes and the refusal to pay debts are not the same; one 
is an otTence against the State, the other against an individual; one is rebellious, 
the other is dishonest. . . . The breach of law is of the slightest; the full pay- 



1906 


THE POLITICAL SITUATION^! 


491 


ment required by law on account of education would still be nnade, but by a 

different channel from that legally proscribed. 

• • 

That is, by distraint; which is precisely the channel through which 
a defaulting debtor would be compelled to pa 3 f. If this kind of 
reasoning were to be interpreted as the fruit of denominational re¬ 
ligious instruction* many people might consider that such instruction 
were better discontinued. By these letters Lord Hugh Cecil has 
done much to forfeit the confidence which his courage and ability 
had secured. That is mainly his own affair; what is of deeper 
concern is the injury he has inflicted upon the cause of the Church 
by this crude revelation of the tactics of one of the parties therein. 
Of this we may regt assured—that a considerable number of those 
who warmly support the Church of England do so not because of 
any niceties of doctrine or ritual, but because of her hitherto inflexible 
attitude as a bulwark of law ^nd order. If that attitude were to be 
altered—if the Churoh, or any considerable party therein, were to 
refuse to render to Caesar the things which are Caesar’s—the result 
might be swift and irrevocable. 

Action upon the Report of the Commissioners can scarcely be long 
postponed. However unwilling the Government may feel to enter 
upon the difficult question, it will be forced upon them by their own 
supporters, and the disestablishment party will seize the opportunity 
for a flank attack. If the Church is able to bring into the field all 
the forces which have hitherto borne arms under her colours, the 
result need not be feared ; but unless it can be shown that internal 
anarchy is to be firmly repressed, many of us must stand aloof and 
witness with profound sorrow the destruction of a venerable national 
institution, ennobled by priceless services to humanity and endeared 
by countless associations. 

Turning from ecclesiastical to secular affairs, there is oile among 
the somewhat numerous precedents set by the present Parliamentary 
majority, which must have caused some good liberals to wince, 
as it has caused Unionists to blush, for the dignity of the Mother 
of Parhaments. Not content with impressing the electors of 
the United Kingdom with a dread of the consequences of a rational 
and moderate revision qf our fiscal system, and with misrepre¬ 
senting and exaggerating the proposals for broadening the basis 
of taxation put forward by Tariff Reformers, 274 members of the 
Imperial Parliament set their names to a solemn appeal, addressed 
to the electors of the Australian Common w'ealth, beseeching them 
to turn a deaf ear to their owm Prime Minister, Mr. Deakin, who has 
announced that preferential trading within the Empire will be the 
principal constructive part in the programme to be submitted to the 
constituencies at the forthcoming Commonwealth elections. Had 
this precious document issued from a Unionist source, one can imagine 

. X K 2 
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the outcry that pious Radicals would have raised at such an unwar¬ 
rantable attempt to sway the judgment of a free and independent 
electorate. It is to be hoped that its true genesis will be thoroughly 
explained to Australian electors, and that they will be made to under¬ 
stand that the overwhelming majority of those whose signatures 
the managers of the Cobden Cliib were successful in securing are 
members new to the House of Commons, and therefore unversed in 
Parliamentary etiquette. It seems hardly possible that many of the 
signatories can have made themselves acquainted with the document 
to which they have appended their names, else they must have paused 
before endorsing its abject prayer and most misleading statements. 

Tlie question gravely affects us in tlie old country, and we therefore earnestly 
ask you to consider its bearing upon our interests before you give your vote upon 
it. Our people have recently elected their representatives to the Imperial 
Parliament, and the question of preference which is now about to be submitted 
to you was by far the most important question submitte.d to them. Their 
judgment was against the proposal, and against it by a majority more decisive 
and overwhelming than has ever before been recorded in our history os a 
people. 

Agreed that a preferential readjustment of import- duties was the 
most important question submitted at the Ccneral Election, it is 
only people at the Antipodes who cotild be brought to believe that 
the Yellow Labour and Education bogeys had not at least as much 
to do with the result as the big and little loaf. 

The naivete of the appeal would be comic if it were not so humi¬ 
liating. Australian electors are adjured to abstain from supporting 
a policy which their ablest statesmen believe to be essential to their 
material interests (a belief which it will probably be found that the 
great majority of colonists share), ‘ above all, for the sake of that 
goodwill between you and us,’ wliich rests, it is explained, upon ‘ a 
free and unpurchased connection resting upon common blood, common 
traditions, and common aspirations.’ The counterpart to the ‘ free 
and unpurchased connection ’—namely, a connection strengthened by 
common commercial interest—has been derided by Sir Henry Camp¬ 
bell-Bannerman as ‘ sordid bonds ’ ; but whether is it more sordid, if 
that be the proper epithet to apply to patriotic anxiety for imperial 
welfare and unity, for the Colonists to advocate a poUcy wliich they 
believe would greatly stimulate their prosperity (and, as many people 
believe, would materially add to the security of our own), or for us 
to denounce it in Advance lest our own well-filled pockets should 
suffer in an infinitesimal degree ? The argument of the memorialists 
being that our ‘goodwill ’ towards the Colonies will be’jeopardised 
by action which, while favouring the Colonial producer, may cause a 
slight temporary rise in the price of certain commodities to the British 
consumer, how can they escape the conclusion that Colonial goodwill 
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must be strained by a refusal even to entertain tbe proposal 1 ‘We 
maintain,’ runs the memorial, ‘ that there is no offer within your 
power to make that would compensate us for a tdx upon our food.’ 
In other words, while we are not ashamed to ask you to retain the 
goodwill (of the Cobden Club) by abstaining from a fiscal pohcy 
which nobody doubts would be to the advantage of your people, we 
recoil in horror from the risk of having to njake the slightest sacrifice 
in order to retain your goodwill.^ 

That this risk is involved in the adoption of preferential trade 
within the Empire is assumed for the purposes of the Cobden Club, 
and grotesquely exaggerated by those whose political future depends 
on the permanence of its influence. ‘ lt*would make the food of our 
people both scarcer*and dearer.’ As for scarcity, what in Heaven’s 
name has been our purpose in overrunning the most fertile regions 
of the earth but to provide sustenance for our people ? The potential 
output of wheat witjiin Brilish territory is well-nigh incalculable. 
Canada alone is capable of supplying all the bread-stuffs that can be 
consumed in the United Kingdom. It is true that if her farmers had 
a monopoly of our com imports they might control the price to our 
inconvenience ; but there would be plenty of intra-imperial com¬ 
petition—Australasian, Indian, and South African. Then as to 
dearness—‘ Think of it,’ whine the memorialists, ‘ and you will sec 
that there is no tax that can be devised or imposed that presses so 
constantly and so grievously upon the people of a country as a tax 
upon their food.’ Here they are presuming upon the ignorance of 
Australian electors as to the effect of tbe shilling duty upon corn 
whereby Lord St. Aldwyn, when Chancellor of the Exchcqu(;r in 
1902, added a cool two milhons and a half to the credit side. So little 
was ‘ the life of the workman in this country daily embittered by a 
sense of the wrong done to him ’ by this tax upon food—so far were 
our people from being conscious of the grievous ami constant.pressurc, 
that no householder could detect the smallest increasi*. in the price of 
living ; nay, the price of the quartern loaf actually fell in some towns 
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during the incidence of that tax. Nor was the bulk of our com imports 
stinted by the tax^ although it fell upon all com, foreign and colonial 
alike. From the table given on p. 493 it jnay be seen that the 
imports of wheat and barley continued to increase during the time of 
its incidence, while the imports of oats, which cannot be reckoned as 
contributing, except infinitesimally, to our food supply, showed a 
remarkable falling-o5. 

Taking wheat and flour together,^ and converting the flour into its 
equivalent of grain, the imports of wheat would be represented by 
the figures 101, 108, and 115 million cwts. respectively for the three 
years. Thus the quantitj^ of wheat imported rose by equal 
increments between 1901 and 1902 and between 1902 and 1903. 

Wheat prices for the same years, taken from official sources, show 
some remarkable results : 


j 

1901 

1902 

1999 

Wheat. Price per quarter ; average farm ' 

'. d 

». d. 

n. 

ii. 

'value in U.S.A. (official) . . . ' 

20 OJ 

21 0 

23 

(> 
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24 4 

25 11 

25 

10] 
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28 8 

29 

1 
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20 9 

28 1 

26 

9 
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1 8) 
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1 

10 

New York to Liverpool (per qr.) . 

0 10 

0 114 

0 

11] 


It is to be noted that, while the export price of wheat from the 
United States in 1902 showed an increase of Is. Id. over that of 1901, 
the average import price into the United Kingdom from all sources 
rose only 4:d., although the price of home-grown wheat rose by Is. id., 
probably owing to the fine quality of the harvest of 1902. It does 
not appear that any i)art of the increase in the export price was due 
to the slight rise in freights; because, taking the lowest inland rate 
quoted for the United States, the average rate per quarter of wheat 
rose by a halfpenny only in 1902 as compared with 1901, the Atlantic 
rate rising by three-halfpence in the same time, a total rise in freight 
of twopence per quarter. The fact that the import price to the 
United Kingdom followed so closely the farm value of wheat in the 
United States during these years, notwithstemding that the import price 
contained the shilling duty, is conclusive proof that neither the tax nor 
any fraction of it was paid by the consumer on this side of the water. 

In their eagerness to check the desire of the Colonial electorate for 
preferential trade, the draftsmen of this memorial have not scrupled 
to employ most misleading language. After complaining about the 
scarcity and dearness of food which they declare would be the result 
of such a policy, they hasten to add ; 

It will not have this effect upon your food. You produce from your own 
soil a larger supply than you consume, and you export from your abundance. 
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Wc, on the other hand, have to import the larger part of all that wo consumo, 
and we were asked to submit to a tax upon this in order that you might have a 
preference on so much of it as you send t® us. • 

We have never been asked to submit to a tax upon ^is —that is, 
upon ‘ the larger part of all that we consume ’—but only upon that part 
which may be grown outside the limits of the Empire, of which part 
we should be made perfectly independent by the development of 
Indian and Colonial com land% 

All this outcry is caused by Mr. Chamberlain’s proposal to put a 
2s. duty upon foreign, as distinguished from Indian and Colonial, 
corn—double the amount which, in 1902-3, was found to be imper¬ 
ceptible by the British consumer. That is the utmost demand ever 
formulated even ty the Tariff Eeform League. It is scarcely con¬ 
ceivable that the effect upon home prices would be appreciable, even 
during the first few years wliile Colonial wheat-growers were responding 
to what would be a valuable stimulus to their industry. 

While the Cobden Club and their 274 ingenuous cat’s-paws declare 
that by a preferential tax of 25, upon foreign corn ‘ the life eff the 
workman in this country would be daily embittered by the wrong done 
to him,’ they add that ‘ you (Aiistralian electors) happily do not know 
this from experience.’ If not, why not ? seeing that the democratic 
Governments of Australia maintain an import duty of between Is. and 
8.S. upon all imported corn—a food tax four times greater than it has 
been proposed to put upon jiart of our imported corn. Oh, but, the 
mcmt>rialists argue, the Australians ‘ export from their abundance ’ ; 
they grow more than they can eat; the import duty has no effect 
upon the price of their food. Is not the fallacy here glaring ? If the 
import duty results practically in the total exclusion of all competitive 
external supplies (and it is not pretended that it is imposed for any 
other purpose), the tendency must be to stiffen corn prices in Australian 
markets. . • 

After all, however groundless one may consider the apprehensions 
expressed by the memorialists, there would be no reason to doubt 
their sincerity, were they not supported by statements flagrantly and 
recklessly inconsistent with facts. It is easy to ac(juit the majority, 
at least, of those who wore persuaded to sign the memorial of 
intentional svggeMio falsi ; but how can the committee of the 
Cobden Club, which dra^-ed it, be absolved of insincerity in having 
induce<l members of Parliament to sign a declaration that the 
movement for preferential trade had its origin in the bosom of 
a political party ih the United Kingdom ? ‘ Wc know,’ these 274 

dupes are made to protest, ‘ that the proposal did not come from you, 
but from certain politicians among ourselves.’ Now, seeing that the 
Cobden Club exists for the sole purpose of maintaining and dissemi¬ 
nating the ultramontane doctrines of Free Trade, its committee must 
necessarily be thoroughly informed of all the phases in the fiscal 
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controversy. How is one to avoid the conviction that this statement 
was uttered with the deliberate intention of rousing the suspicion of 
Australian electors towards the movement by representing it as set on 
foot to serve a party purpose in the Mother Country ? Nothing could 
be further from the truth. The desire for Imperial preferential trade 
was in active existence in Australia very many years before it received 
official recognition in this country. It was a spontaneous growth 
spi'inging out of the natural instincts,.of British communities beyond 
the. seas, a growth whereof Mr. Chamberlain was the first statesman 
in the Mother Country to perceive the vigour and potentiality. He 
has repeatedly explained that he only realised the extent and reason¬ 
ableness of Colonial desire *for closer commercial union with the 
Ignited Kingdom after he had received the seals of the Colonial Office 
in 185)5, a desire which a long series of his predecessors had practically 
pooh-poohed or ignored ; and it was this that weaned him from the 
rigid Clobdenitc doctrines in which he had been trained. 

Tt would be easy to prove the earnestness with wliich Colonial 
statesmen have been pressing this matter long before Mr. Chamber- 
lain took it up, by quoting from their speeches at the conference of 
Colonial Premiers held in London in 185)7 ; but quotations are open 
to sus])icion of being divorced from the context to serve special 
purposes. 1 prefer to quote from the exceedingly condensed report 
of the conference given in the Annual Register, an admitt edly impartial 
authority : 

The Premiers then expressed severally their A'iews ni)on the points raised. 
In reference to the (piestion of closer political union, they folt that the time was 
not ripo for change, find Mr. lleid (N. S. Wales), Sir George Turner (Victoria), 
and Mr. Kingston (Qneenslund) particularly were said to have urged the fear 
that, if it were attempted to draw the Colonies into apolitical partnership at this 
stage, the effect might he disastrous to Imperial unity. . . . The^ebate on the 
question of closer trade relations resolved itself into the consideration of the 
position of Canada in respect to her preferential tariff, and Sir Wilfrid Laiirier, 
stqiported by every other Premier, strongly urged Mr. Chamberlain to denounco 
the treaties with lielginm and Germany, which were said to stand in the way 
of preference being given by Canada to Gresit Pritain. 

(The italics are mine.) Six years elapsed after this conference before 
Mr. ^Chamberlain imparted a new and vivid interest to Imperial 
politics by his speech at Birmingham in May 190.3, summoning his 
countrymen to awake to the reality and respon.sibility of Empire ; 
yet these 274 members of Parliament have been hoodwinked by the 
Cobden Club into affirming that the proposal for preferential trade 
did not come from the Colonies, ‘ but from certafh politicians among 
ourselves ’! 

The fact is, as experience has amply shown, that the statements 
of out-and-out Free Traders need to be accepted with great caution. 
It is surprising how impatient they sometimes show themselves of 
the Immdrum limitations of fact, when fact happens to be so stubborn 
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as not to suit their purpose. There was an instance of this in the 
speech made at Manchester on the 23rd of June by Mr. Lloyd-George, 
In company with Mr. ^Jurns and Mr. Winston Churchill he travelled 
down to take part in a Liberal demonstration to tjelebrate the over¬ 
throw of Unionism in that city. Mr. Lloyd-George, in loyal and 
laudable eagerness to explain to his audience the material benefits 
already derived from the accession of his party to power, dealt with 
the commercial aspect of the case, and, his sanguine survey doubtless 
.was accepted all the more confidently as coming from the President 
of the Board of Trade, But he committed himself to a statement 
which must have sounded strangely to such of his hearers as are in 
the habit of studyii^g the stock and share lists. After dwelling upon 
the blessings already derived from the overthrow of the Unionist 
Government, and claiming increase in the volume of trade and growth 
of exports as the fruits of ^fladical statesmanship, he went on to 
say that ‘ Consols, which 'ndicate the state of credit of the country, 
wore rising, so that the country seemed to be fairly satisfied and 
increasing in prosperity.’ Now, it so happened tliat, on the very day 
when Mr. Lloyd-George was thus holding forth. Consols touched the 
lowest point they had reached during the present year ; and therefore, 
according to the speaker’s own showing, the credit of the country, so 
far from having been raised by the advent to power of a Liberal 
Ministry, has been seriously impaired. Nor has Mr. Lloyd-George’s 
speech helped to restore confidence, for it was followed by still further 
depression in the premier public security and in the other gilt-edged 
stocks which usually move in sympathy with it. Here are the quota¬ 
tions of a few of them on the Monday following the Saturday on 
which Mr. Lloyd-George spoke, compared with the highest quotations 
of the same stocks during 100-3 : 
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A montli later Consols had undergone a further fall, being quoted 
on the 20th of July at 86|. By that time Mr. Lloyd-George had 
chosen another theme for an optimist speech. , Addressing the students 
on board the mercantile marine training-ship Worcester, he told them 
that ‘ the mercantile marine of this country was the most remarkable 
the world had ever seen, and there was no symptom that the shipping 
of this country was a decaying industry. Indeed, there never was a 
time in the history of the epuntry,xwhen it was more thriving and 
showed greater signs of prosperity in the future.’ The President of 
the Board of Trade may be supposed to speak with authority upon 
this subject; it is not a little remarkable, therefore, that an article 
in the Economist, entitled ‘"The Dc]iression in Shipping,’ should have 
appeared almost simultaneously with his speech. The writer of tliis 
article points out that the present activity in shipbuilding is only 
adding to the existing enormous over-supply of merchant tonnage, 
and that steamers are being brought home in ballast in order to carry 
outward freights at unremunerativc rates, and that the competition 
between liners and tramps has been carried to a ruinous pitch. 

The only liopc [says lie] is in tho cessation of orders for nsw ships. ... As 
a maltcr of fact this remedy has already begun, for the now contracts for cargo 
vessels which shipbuilders are now receiving have bocoine few and far between. 
It is a remedial couise winch by and-by will be severely felt in the shipbuilding 
trades, but these industries have had their term of prosperity in preparing for 
shipping the term of suffering in which it is once more plunged. It will emerge, 
of course, as it has emerged hefore, full of vigour and enterprise, hut there is no 
use blinking the faet that the British shipowner is onee more in the midst of 
evil days. 


When a Cabinet Minister indulges in views as to the present so 
irreconcilable with known facts, it inspires some misgiving in resjiect 
to the forecast of our foreign relations by which his colleagues explain 
that they have been guided in cutting down the Army and Navy. 
It may be hoped that their forecast is sounder than that of Mr. Pitt 
in 1792, when he put into the Speech from the Throne the paragraph 
which runs : 


Tho friendly assurances received from Foreign Powers induce me to think 
that some immediate reduction might safely be made in our naval and military 
estf^iishmeuts. 


Made it was accordingly; but Mr. Pitt's forecast had not taken 
Napoleon into account. 

Herbert Maxwell. 


In the outline of reform of the House of Lords which was 
submitted in the July number of this Keview, considerations of 
space caused me to refrain from entering upon details in the method 
by which .such reform should be effected. It has been pointed out by 
numerous correspondents and others that the scheme is scarcely 
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intelligible without some indication as to the method by which, at 
the beginning of each new Parliament, the Peers should elect a limited 
number of their own IJouse to form the Upper Legislative Chamber. 
I desire to say that I consider the principle of proportionate repre¬ 
sentation, or some other check upon over-representation, as essential 
to any such reform. It is clear that, in a constituency with such a 
preponderance of Conservatives as the House of Lords, •simple scrutin- 
de-liste would result in the mii^ority V^ing wholly unrepresented, as 
it is among the Scottish and Irish representative Peers at the present 
day. The difficulty of applying proportionate representation to a 
body like the House of Lords may be insuperable. It might be 
avoided by enacting that two-thirds or one-half only of the Upper 
House should be elected by the Peers themselves, leaving the other 
half or third to bo appointed by the Sovereign on the advice of the 
Prime Minister of the day. ^These appointed Lords either might be 
taken from the existing body of Peers, or some of them might be 
Commoners whosci services in the Upper Chamber it might be desired 
to secure by conferring life-peerages upon them. • 

H. E. M 
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The decision of the Court of Appeal in the case of the West Riding 
came with a shock of surprise to the numerous persons who are always 
ready to foretell everything, except what can be foretold. No one can 
have been in the least astonished by it who read the obiter dicta of 
the.Master of the Rolls and Lord Justice Farwell dming the argument, 
as reported in the Times. It has been pointed out, and it is of coui'se 
true, that, as the Court of Appeal was divided, and the Divisional 
Court, also consisting of three judges, was unanimous, though one 
doubted, the opinion of two judges has prevailed against the opinion 
of four. But in law, if anywhere, sententioB 'ponderandas sunt, non 
numerandcB. The Divisional Court was singularly, almost scandalously, 
weak. The Court of Appeal was unusually strong. Lord Justice 
Moulton’s dissent from his colleagues would carry more weight if he 
had really differed with them on the simple construction of statutes. 
But he seems to have thought that he was entitled to use the know¬ 
ledge he had acquired in the late House of Commons, and to interpret 
Acts of Parliament in accordance with the presumed ftitentions of 
those wl^o framed them. Against this doctrine the majority of the 
Court protested, and it seems to be entirely at variance with a long 
chain of accepted judgments. Quite apart from the recognised rule 
that Acts must be construed in their plain grammatical meaning, 
unless such construction involves a manifest absurdity, any other 
principle is essentially fallacious. The Government may mean one 
thinl5, and the Legislature may mean another. The minority may 
disagree with the majority upon interpretation as well as upon policy. 
If Mr. Balfour had avowed in 1902 that he proposed to alter the 
whole character of a public elementary school as defined by the 
original Education Act of 1870, it is at least possible that he might not 
have carried his point. Nor can anyone say except Mr. Balfour 
himself, or at least some member of his Cabinet, that he had any such 
intention. Lord Justice Farwell, than whom no abler judge sits 
upon the Bench, has laid down as sound law what the Liberal party 
in Opposition contended to be sound policy. If, said the Lord Justice, 
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Parliament exempts denominational teaching from the control of the 
local authority, it follows that local rates cannot be applied to such 
teaching, unless Parliament has said in so many words that they can. 
No such words are to be found in the Act of 1902, and therefore the 
County Council of the West Riding was justified in refusing to pay for 
religious instruction at sectarian schools. With this conclusion the 
Master of the Rolls, as eminent in common law as Xiord Justice 
Farwell in equity, entirely concufred. • 

This memorable judgment does not, it will be seen, fully legalise 
the conduct of the passive resisters. They refused to pay any rates 
for denominatiqnal schools at all. The Cqurt of Appeal only says that 
rates were properly, withheld from the specific purpose of sectarian 
teaching, and it is to that extent alone that the ratepayers have been 
overcharged. To that extent, 1 presume, they are entitled to a 
return of money paid under a mistake of law. The Times has argued 
that the judgment merely gives an option, and that county councils 
which choose to pay for sectarianism are free to do so. It does not 
require a very profomid knowledge of law to show that this argument 
will not hold water. County councils owe their origin to the Local 
Government Act of 1888, and are the creatines of statute. Before 
the Act of 1902 they could not give a penny to elementary education 
at all. It is simply by virtue of that Act that they can do so now. 
The raiio decidendi in the West Riding case is not between option and 
compulsion, but between a power which must, if it existed, be exercised, 
and no power at all. The County Council of the West Riding was 
either bound to make these payments, or it was not entitled to make 
them. If after this judgment any other council votes money for 
religious instruction in schools where the Cowper-Temple clause does 
not prevail, the auditor will be bound to surcharge the councillors 
themselves. The judgment must, I suppose, be taken as final. The 
Attorney-General might in his discretion appeal to the House of Lords, 
who might, if they pleased, accelerate the hearing. But I cannot 
believe that the Chancellor of the Exchequer and the Cabinet would 
consent to such a waste of public funds when a comprehensive Bill, 
dealing with the whole subject, is actually before the Lords in their 
legislative character, and stands for Committee on the 24th of October, 
earlier than which no appeal could possibly be heard. The Bill ex¬ 
pressly prohibits the application of rates or taxes to the general 
facilities for dogmatic teaching under Clause 3. The one part of 
the measure which ^could be affected by the judgment is Clause 4, 
providing for special facilities, or, in other words, for the continuance 
of denominational schools in populous places, at the wish of the parents 
in a majority of four to one ascertained by ballot. To make any 
financial change in the Bill now would be difficult, if not impossible. 
For the Lords to make it would be a breach of privilege, and the 
Commons can only deal with the amendments of the Lords. But 
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even the Catholic schools, which are the poorest, would not be much 
embarrassed by the obligation, to pay for teaching their own faith; 
and, on the other hand, the dislike which many Nonconformists feel 
for the clause might be lessened by the change. 

One result of the judgment is ludicrous enough. The West Biding 
of Yorkshire was frequently cited in the House of Commons as a 
rebellious, ‘ pig-headed ’ body which would not obey the law. It was 
answered at the time, with truth aud pointf that the Council was 
only anxious to raise the question, and to obtain an authoritative 
reply. The reply has now come, and is one more example of the 
French proverb that those laugh well who laugh last. Lord Hugh 
Cecil, however, is very serious. His sense of humour, usually active, 
is slumbering, and he gravely proposes that Churchmen should become 
passive resisters. By ‘ Churchmen ’ Lord Hugh means opponents of 
the Education Bill. Ilis reasoning is severely simple, and his syllogism 
is perfect. Thus it runs: All Churchmen disapprove of the Educa¬ 
tion Bill. The Bishop of Carlisle approves of the Education Bill; 
therefore the Bishop of Carlisle is not a Churchman. If Lord H iigh’s 
premisses were true, his conclusion would be true also. To make 
them true the major premiss must be : ‘ Some Churchmen disapprove 
of the Education Bill.’ But that involves the fallacy of the undis¬ 
tributed middle, and the syllogism becomes nonsense. The fact that 
Lord Hugh Cecil can s]>ea.k for about one Churchman in five hundred 
never for a moment deters him from pretending to speak for the 
whole Church. In the spirit of the true fanatic he regards mere 
facts as irrelevant absurdities, which cannot stand before the constant 
repetition of dogmatic denial. No one can argue better in a circle, or 
move round with more practical utility, unless it be a squirrel in a cage. 
The passive resistance of Nonconformists to payment of^rates for un¬ 
provided schools was an emphatic protest against a new law. The 
passive resistance of •Churchmen now would be a belated expression 
of an historic opinion that Parliament was wrong in 1870 to rate 
denominationalists for undenominational schools. I feel bound, how¬ 
ever, to add that some of Lord Hugh’s critics have gone far beyond 
^im in wildness and weirdness of suggestion. The proposal that, 
because the late Government blundered over their Education Bill 
in 1902, the present Government should t^bandon the Education Bill 
of 1906 transcends in naked fatuity all my experience of the silly 
season in journalism, and that is saying a good deal. 

Second to it, though a long way second, is the brilliant idea that 
the House of Lords, having read the Bill a secf)nd time without a 
division before amending it, should, after their amendments have 
been made, reject it on the third reading, A less insane course would 
be to postpone the stage of committee for three months, and thus 
destroy the Bill. But then the Bill must be followed by another, of 
which the only safe prediction to make is that Clause 1 would re- 
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appear, and that Clause 3 would not. The debate in the Lords on 
the second reading, however, does not portend any policy of despair. 
The Archbishop of Canterbury, in a 8p*eech of statesmanlike modera¬ 
tion, acknowledged the case for the measure, and pointed out the 
changes, some of them reasonable enough, which should, he thought, 
be made in Committee. Like some of his less prudent brethren, 
the Archbishop made the most of Huddersfield, a terrible town, 
where in the Council schools no religious teaching is given, except 
that the Bible is read and hymns are sung. It appears from statistics 
supplied by Lord Stanley of Alderley that the crime of Huddersfield 
is committed chiefly by persons educated in the schools of the Church. 
But, whatever that fact may or may ndt prove, it was strange to 
hear the Primate of All England say that reading the Bible and 
singing hymns can have no effect \ipon children. 1 should be sorry 
to go bail for the hymns. There are hymns and hymns ; some sub¬ 
lime, some stupid, some nauseous. But that children can hear the 
New Testament read day after day, and be none the better for it, 
is a paradox which the unepiscopal mind instinctively rejects. li^is 
curious how little confidence the bishops seem to feel in the Bible. 
I remember a very great musician being thanked for the noble sim¬ 
plicity with which he played the works of the masters. Others, it 
was said, introduced flourishes of their own. ‘ Yes,’ he observed with 
a smile, ‘ they do not trust Beethoven.’ His Grace of Canterbury 
can apply the moral. From the episcopal benches came also the best 
speech against the Bill. The Bishop of Ripon and the Bishop of 
Hereford proved once more the stalencss and futility of the falsehood 
that the Church of England as an institution opposes the measure. 
The Bishop of Southwark is the most intellectual and accomplished 
representative of a school which desires, if it has any definite aim, 
to facilitate reunion with Rome by depriving the Church of England 
of its essentially Protestant character. These ecclesiastics are not very 
likely to succeed in their object. But it is not at all improbable that 
they may disestablish the Church. Not much was heard in the Lords 
about teaching everybody’s religion, as recommended by that strange 
pair the Bishop of Birmingham and Mr. Chamberlain. Of all solu¬ 
tions yet offered for the problem which the Government are now 
endeavouring to settle this is the most fantastic, the most un-English, 
and the most grotescpie. No junctical educationalist takes it seriously, 
aud to insist upon it rail only strengthen the hands of the Secularists, 
as Mr. Chamberlain probal)ly perceives. But, as the Bishop of Bir¬ 
mingham persists in Hiring his fad through the columns of the Times, 
a word of warning may be a wor<l in season. The first school in 
which the folly of belief in God was taught to the children of atheists, 
who are also, the Bishop must remember, ratepayers, at the public 
expense would be in imminent danger of material destruction at the 
hands of people who do not ordinarily commit, or even contemplate. 
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any lawless or violent act. This is a Christian country, and’there 
are limits to what it will endure. But there are apparently no limits 
to the desperate expedients at which a fanatical dogmatist will clutch 
rather than be content that children shall be taught the religion of 
Christ, One would really think that this religion was as new to the 
Bishop of Birmingham as it was at the beginning of the session to 
Mr. Chamberlain. Yet, .even if we claim for it ho older or higher 
author than Mr. Cowper-Temple, it has been successfully taught in 
hundreds of elementary schools for five-and-thirty years. Few 
legislators know much about it, though, as the Bishop of Hereford 
reminded the Peers, it is not essentially different from what they 
received themselves. I ha\e had the great advantage of hearing it 
expounded by my friend Mr. David Hodge, the master of the Council 
schools in Cheyne Kow, and I am sure that it would satisfy any 
Protestant as pious, wholesome, rational, and sound. That Catholics 
and atheists would from different points’ of view repudiate it I willingly 
concede to the Bishop of Birmingham. All other classes of parents— 
Ch archmen, Nonconformists, or Freethinkers—are perfectly content. 
But the most impressive words spolftm in the House of Lords had 
nothing to do with the irreligious difficulty. They were the final 
sentences of the Dulce of Devonshire’s speech, and they referred to 
the position of the Lords themselves. He reminded them that a 
time which had not come yet would come soon, and that they would 
then have to deal with issues far more momentous than any question 
raised by the Bill. It is nonsense to suppose that these issues are 
affected in the remotest degree by the decision of the Court of Ajipeal. 

While the House of Lords was reading the Education Bill a second 
time, the House of Commons was amending the Trade Disputes Bill 
in the way desired by the special representatives of labour. That 
the Government have suffered in credit by their treafment of this 
Bill is a proposition^ which cannot be disputed. The bulk of their 
supporters were pledged to the policy of replacing the law in the 
position which it occupied by general consent before the Tafl Vale 
case was decided by the Lords of Appeal. That was the main object 
of Mr. Shackletou’s Bill in the late Parliament, and for the principle 
erf that Bill nine Liberal candidates in every ten had promised to 
vote. The Bill as originally introduced <lid not carry out that promise, 
and Ministers had therefore to make th&ir measure in Committee 
what they should have made it before. As the Bill now stands, 
awaiting Report, it protects the funds of trades unions, or of masters’ 
associations, from habihty for the acts of agents in strikes or lock¬ 
outs. When we consider that, so far as trades unions are concerned, 
this w'as universally assumed to be the law for a generation, and that 
nobody proposed to alter it, fear of the consequences which may 
ensue from reverting to it does seem an idle panic. Even now the 
Labour members are not satisfied. They almost put the Govern- 
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ment in a minority by voting with Sir Charles Dilke that peaceful 
picketing, expressly declared by the B;ll to be legal^ should not be a 
nuisance, which is illegal. Only thirty Conservatives had come 
down to resist the perilous concession made by'the Cabinet, and 
the Nestor of the party, Sir Francis Powell, supported the Attorney- 
General’s new clause. Nevertheless, the Government were saved 
by Conservative votes from a defeat which would have seriously 
endangered the whole measure.* There are wise heads among the 
Labour members, none wiser than Mr. Shackleton’s. It is well worth 
their while to consider what they gain, and what they lose, by flout¬ 
ing the most democratic Cabinet that ever held office in England. 
For the loss of a*Radical seat at Cockermouth the Independent Labour 
party are alone responsible. Their candidate is an accomplished 
wrecker, and this is not the first time that he has given a seat to a 
Conservative. But the fact can seldom be proved with such scientific 
certainty as when a major'ty seven moiiths old is spht in two, and 
a minority, thus become a majority, remains intact. The Cockermouth 
election is perhaps the strongest practical proof ever obtained of 
the need for a second ballot, at which Captain Guest, and not Sir 
John Randles, would have been returned. The cheap and speedy 
method proposed in Mr. John Robertson’s Bill, which provides that 
a second, or preferential, vote for one of the first two candidates should 
be taken from the third if no candidate obtains a majority of the 
total })oll, is the best form of meeting the difficulty which has yet 
been devised. The only seat yet lost to the Government would not 
have been lost hi either France or Germany. 

The general aspect of foreign affairs is more favourable than it 
has been at any time since the assemblage of the Conference at 
Algcoiras. Although the gossip founded on the King’s meeting with 
the German jSmpcror is rubbish, his Majesty has achieved honour¬ 
able fame as a peacemaker, and his interviews with the heads 
of other nations, crowned or otherwise, have always assisted the 
diplomacy of his Ministers. Whatever else the General Election 
may or may not have been, it was a great vote of personal confidence 
in Sir Henry Campbell-Bannerman, and never did Sir Henry make 
a wiser choice than when he entrusted the Foreign Office to Sir Edward 
Grey. It is, however, the Colonial Department which has lately been 
moat conspicuous in the public eye, and belief in Lord Elgin increases 
with his success in solving difficult problems. Few pohticians antici¬ 
pated, whatever their own opinions might be, that a new Constitu¬ 
tion could be made for the Transvaal which would come so near to 
pleasing all parties concerned. Mr. Churchill’s masterly exposition 
in the House of Commons had a decisive effect upon public opinion 
here. In South Africa Sir West Ridgeway’s Committee, which 
partisans in this country assailed as partisan, convinced all parties 
of its scrupulous fairness. The adoption of voters as the numerical 
VoL. LX—No. 355 b L 
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test, though it may be sa‘ d to punish the Boers for having large families, 
was not in the circumstances unfair, and nobody on the spot objects 
to manhood suffrage for white men, or desires proportional repre¬ 
sentation. A Secdhd Chamber, nominated at first by the Crown, is 
ample solace to the fears of capital. One seat more or less for 
Pretoria was at last the single point left in dispute, and it was 
decided against the Band, which has the enormous power of wealth 
at its disposal. A constitution fpr the Orange River Colony is 
temporarily delayed, not in deference to Lord Milner’s dark and 
sinister forebodings, but because there was not time to frame the 
two instruments together, and also because the Government wished 
to consult Sir Hamilton 'Goold-Adams, the Lieutenant-Governor, 
now on his way home. It is a good omen for the future peace and 
prosperity of the Transvaal that all attempts to set Dutch against 
British,’ or British against Dutch, have utterly failed. Mr. Glad¬ 
stone used to say that when he was young there was a British 
party in every colony, but that in his old age he could happily see 
no trace of such a party anywhere. The deputation which Sir 
Percy Fitzpatrick brought to this country, and to the House of 
Commons, was quite unable to convince any impartial audience 
that it represented the British race. It represented the owners 
of the Rand, mostly foreigners, inheritors and expanders of 
Rrugerism. Against the tyranny of monopolist capital British 
and Dutch outside Johannesburg, not unassisted by the few white 
workpien inside it, may be expected to combine. Already a 
breach has been made in the Chinese wall of yellow labour by 
the promise ot an English Randlord, Mr. Robinson, to cancel his 
licences, and let Mr. Creswell work his mines with Kaffirs. English¬ 
men who venture to criticise the Rand, or to find fault with its policy, 
are always told by its agents in this country that they^know nothing 
about the matter, ftnd are contemptuously referred to the men on 
the spot. I have received a copy of a newspaper called The Prince, 
which is pubL'shed on the spot, at Pretoria. The Prince, of whose 
conductors I know nothing, is written in an easy, familiar, forcible 
style, not unlike the style of Truth. Its politics appear to be Radical. 
But it is by no means favourable to the anti-Chinese party in the 
House of Commons, and it has a prejudice, which I cannot help think¬ 
ing quite unfounded, against my friend ‘Mr. Mackameas, who knows 
South Africa as well as any Englishman alive. This, however, is 
what The Prince said on the 21st of July about the plight of our 
newest constitutional Colony: ‘ The Chowlolds with their yellow 
labour poUcy have made the Transvaal what it is to-day—a country 
in which white labour is flouted and condemned, and in which every¬ 
thing is subordinated to the greed of gold of a grasping, soulless, con¬ 
scienceless gang of cosmopolitan plutocrats.’ And again, in the 
same number, we are told that ‘ although nominally governed by 
Great Brita'n, the Transvaal at the present time is governed by 
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capital, much, of which has no claim to British interest or British 
origin. In this lies the secret of the injustice.’ Now that the Trans¬ 
vaal is no longer to be governed by Great Britain, but by its own 
inhabitants, the working classes will assert |heir rights, and the first 
elections will be fought by capital against labbur, rather than by 
British against Dutch. Krugerism is gone, and Milnerism is gone. 
The fight for complete liberty remains. Nothing is more creditable 
to Lord Selbome than his sympathetic treatment of %he Boers, and 
his strictly impartial attitude*towards all classes of his Majesty’s 
subjects in South Africa. From the Government at home Lord 
Selbome has received loyal confidence and support. His political 
friends, who would have been better pleased if he had resigned when 
they did, have actgd in a very different fashion. After hearing Mr 
Churchill explain the constitution, and Mr. Lyttelton compare it 
unfavourably with his own abortive scheme, the Tory Imperialists 
in the House of Commons voted in a body against the whole estimate 
for the Colonial Office, or, in other words, against the maintenance of 
the Colonial Empire as a going concern. If they wished to be known 
throughout the King’s dominions as the anti-Colonial party they 
went the right way to work ; otherwise their tactics can scarcely 
be called either judicious or patriotic. Happily they are no longer 
responsible for colonial affairs. 

Their responsibility had not ceased when the scandals occurred 
on which the War Stores Commission reported last month. The 
Report is not cheerful reading. Mr. Arnold Forster may be pleased to 
find that even under Mr. Brodrick the War Office was in a state of 
chaotic futility. Liberals may reflect with some degree of complacency 
that it was their efforts in Opposition which led to this thorough and 
exhaustive inquiry. Mr. Douglas Richmond, who was Auditor- 
General at |he time of the war, and his deputy, now his successor, 
Mr. Kompe, may congratulate themselves upon their vigour and 
acuteness m detecting the plunder of the public by contl-actors in 
South Africa. Sir William Butler, though the Report of his Committee 
was too eloquent and discursive for an official paper, has been proved 
to be right in his main points, that the dual system involved enormous 
waste, and that the Supply Department ought to have acted in unison 
with the Repatriation Board. The nation can only console itself 
with the knowledge that the melancholy truth is out at last. The 
cases of actual bribery disclo.sed by the Commissioners are few and 
unimportant. What must engender in the public mind a feeling 
almost akin to desjiair is the equal and utter Incompetence of the 
Army Service Corjis at Pretoria and of the W^ar Office at home to 
protect the taxpayer from being used as a milch cow by any South 
African capitalist who saw in the cessation of hostilities an oppor¬ 
tunity for legitimate or illegitimate gain. 

Herbert Paul. 
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‘JV//0 GOBS HOME?' 

AN UNDKAMA7IC EPJSODE 


Gharadters 

Sir John Hustlee-Dibb, Bart. M.P. 

James Strickland, M.P. 

The Hon. Mary Margetson. 

t 

The place of action is a small room near the Terrace of the House of 
Commons. The time is the afternoon of a day very late in the 
Session. Enter Miss Margetson and Strickland to hey in. 

Miss M. {talking as site comes in). I hope 1 haven’t kept you waitinp;, 
Mr. Strickland. 

Strickland. Oh, it’s of no consequence, now you are Lore. 

Miss M. You thought I wasn’t coming ? 

Strickland. I had almost begmi to. 

Miss M. What would you have done if I hadii’i -1 

Strickland. I don’t know! Betm offensive to the next person 
who spoke to me, I suppose. 

Miss M. Well, I wasn’t sure that I meant to come, till the last 
moment. • Tea at the,, House is quite the thing, of course; only I 
ought to have brought some one with me, you know. 

Strickland. If you had, I should have had to listen to her chatter 
all the time. 

Miss M. Oh, that will be the same with the other women you 
expert. 

Strickland. But I don’t expect any. 

Miss M. Then what has become of your‘tea-party ? 

Strickland. It’s here. We are the party. 

Miss M. (a little uneasily). No one else ! 

Strickland. Yes, there’s one other. Hustlcr-Dibb has pro¬ 
mised to run in and swallow a cup of tea with us. He’s such a dread¬ 
fully busy man that he never can stay long anywhere, -1 told him 
five o’clock. 

Miss M. You told me half-past four! 
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Steickland. And you arrived at a quarter, to five. It’s ten 
minutes to now. Do j^ou mind waiting till^the hour ? {Offering her 
a chair.) • 

Miss M. Not at all. But why aren’t we having tea on the Terrace 
to-day ? 

Strickland. l7o one is out there, except constitifents and their 
ladies; if it weren’t for them \^e shoi^d have the place quite to our¬ 
selves. {Seating himself near her.) All the rest have flown. I 
wonder you didn’t start for your beloved Homburg a week ago. 

Miss M. My father has a board meeting to preside over to-morrow, 
and so we are IStopping till the day after.* 

Steickland. I’m very grateful to the company for having detained 
their chairman. 

Miss M. Why 1 

Strickland. Because I particularly wanted to say something to 
you, and I could scarcely believe my eyes when I saw you last night at 
the Vansittaris’. I thought I should have had to come all the way*ont 
to Homburg to say it. 

Miss M. It was something you couldn’t write, then! 

Strickland. Not so well. 

Miss M. Wouldn’t it have kept till we came back ? 

Strickland. Perhaps it would have been no good then. 

Miss M. Well, what is this wonderful piece of news ? 

Strickland {earnestly). I hope that it is not nc?i;s to you. Women 
know these things by instinct, or we are told they do. Miss Marget- 
son, you must have seen that I cared for you, and perhaps you were 
surprised I did not tell you so in as many words. I should have done 
long befaeg^ bad I been in a position to ask you if you cared for me 
enough to th?ow in your lot with mine. But I wasn’t, and even now 
1 may be speaking too soon. Only I couldn’t Jiear this uncertainty 
any more; I couldn't support the thought of your being surrounded 
by a crowd of younger men, who were free to foUow your footsteps 
where fashion led them, and who might, at any hour of their idle 
day, tell you how much they admired you. 

Miss M. You appear to think that I liave a great many admirers, 
Mr. Strickland. 

Strickland. Not one wbo is as devoted to you as I am. 

Miss M. {with malice). Or as desirable, either ? 

Strickland. Don’t mock me! I know how very undesirable I 
am from a worldly pf>int of view. That is what has kept me silent. 
But you must not for a moment imagine that I assumed you would 
listen to me Vfhen 1 did speak. 

Miss M. {in a loio tone). I am listening. 

Strickland. I trusted that you might. Still, it makes me very 
happy to find that I have not spoken too late. You see, a man of my 
age doesn’t open his heart imless he is at least sure of sympathy. 
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You have been very sympathetic to me; you have helped me, how 
much you cannot guess, to keep* myself abreast of the stream. But 
then, most women are land to a poor devil who turns to them for 
consolation, and I ask something more of you than pity. 

Mjss M. I never thought you were to be pitied, and I’m certain 
that other people emy you your success. 

Strickland. Yes! They don’t know how hollow it all is. I’ve 
told you what a hard struggle it has been for me to keep my place in 
public life with clean hands. I had much better have stuck to my 
work at the Bar. Once I was vain enough to believe that I might be 
one of the few, the small minority, who ever reach the front bench. 
I am older now, though, and I don’t think so well* of my chances. It 
has dawned upon me that I am one of the many, the vast majority, 
who drop out of the race after a time. Therefore I am going to 
resign my seat. 

Miss M. Oh, but you mustn’t; it would be positively wicked. 

I feel sure thev will make room for vou in the Ooveniment soon. 

«* 

Father was dining in Dow^ning Street a night or tw’o ago, and the 
Prime Minister praised you ever so much to him. 

Strickland. If they really intended to do anything of that sort, 
it would come too late. No; the best way to re.scue something from 
the wreck of my Parliamentary career is for me to secure a permanent 
post outside the House. And even this might not have occurred to 
me if Dibb hadn’t made the suggestion. 

Miss M. Why did he do it ? 

Strickland. Well, he’s under some slight obligation to me, or ho 
thinks he is, about his being ‘ Barted,’ you knowL I sounded the 
Patronage Secretary in that matter for him. Of course it was 
arranged easily enough. They don’t refuse this kind 6i thing to a 
member .with fifty thousand a year, who’s always ready to support 
the cause. But he is grateful, all the same; and very anxious to do 
me a good turn, if he can. 

Miss M. I like him for that. 

Strickland. Yes; he’s a trifle fussy, but he means well. 

M, What is the post he thijiks you ought to take <? 

Strickland. Well, the appointment for which my friends are 
recoynmending me is a county-court judgeship. 

Miss M. You’d be a sort of magistrate, then ? 

Strickland. Hardly that. But I should be quite comfortably 
off, and, WTth the little I have of my own, almoct able to make some 
one else—comfortable. 

Miss M. Only if you were happy yourseli, though. And you 
couldn’t be happy—you would never cease to regret all those things 
you’d turned your back upon. 

Strickland. If 1 got you in exchange, I would not regret any¬ 
thing. 
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Miss M. Ah, but I should. And I should feel that you had done 
this for my sake. 

Strickland. If it were the reality and not the shadow, I would 
gladly renounce it for fom sake, Mary. * . 

Miss M. How could I let you ? 

Strickland. It is nothing compared with the sacrifice I am 
asking you to make. You have the whole .world at your feet. And 
who can say how brilliant your future might not be ? 

Miss M. [quietly, and with iier eyes cast down). No future would 
have any attraction for me in which you had not a part, Geoffrey. 

Strickland [in a low tone, hut with suppre^ssed einoti&n). Do you 
really feel thal?? Arc you sure of yoursdf, dear ? {Taking her hand.) 
It’s almost incredible that you should place your hand in mine. 
I have never found words yet to tell you what happiness this would 
give me ; I cannot find them even now. They come to me readily 
enough in there ! {W,ith r gesture of the left hand.) But no words can 
express the true language of the heart, and when I think of you my 
heart is veiy full. Often 1 have watched for you from the corner of 
some crowded room, and it has seemed that, if we met, my secret 
would burst from me in a torrent. StiU, when you came, and I 
looked, without speaking, into your eyes, I felt that you must have 
known. You see, dear, I loved you so much that I could not well 
maA’" love to you. 

Mi.ss M. You left that to others, who did not mean half they said ; 
but 1 saw through them as easily as I understood your silence. 

Strickland. You can forgive me, then ? 

]\liss M. {^vith a touch of archness in her manner). Oh, I can do that 
freely, now ! 

STRiC|iLAND. And you will be my wife, although I am putting 
ambition bSiind me ? 

Miss M. Yes, if it is your wish; if you are contented to t«|Jke a lower 
place in the world. 

Strickland. I shall always be perfectly content with any place 
we hold together. 

Miss M. And so shall I, Geoffrey. 

{Alter a slight pause, a Mau»-servant enters and lays some 
tm-things on a table near them. When she has placed all 
in readiness,*she retires as quietly as she came in. 

Miss M. Do you think you can face the prospect of my pouring 
out tea for you day after day ? 

Strickland. Y<», if they followed one another without a break 
until the end of time. 

Miss M.. I should be quite elderly then. 

Strickland. You will always seem the same in my eyes; and, 
remember, I shall remain several years older than you till the years 
are lost in eternity. 


[Exit Maid-servant. 
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Miss M. How nicely you brought that in ! Yes, we like to believe 
that love will last for ever. But does it ? Does anything last so long ? 

Strickland. Sometimes I^think it may. {Kisses her hand.) 

Miss M. {with a Jook 'of contemplation). Ah'! {Then, after a slight 
pause, in a changed manner.) But where’s your friend ? If he 
doesn’t come soon, the tea will be cold. {Going up towards the table.) 

[Enter Sir John rapidly, evidently in a great and unnecessary 
hurry, hut in high good humour. He is a very small and 
very J ussy man. ‘ ' 

Siii John. My dear fellow, I’ve been hunting for you high and low. 
Only just found you! I do believe I’m half a minute late. I owe 
you a thousand apologies ! •. 

Strickland {putting his hand on Sir John's shoulder). Don’t 
attempt to pay them, old man. You’re a model of punctuality, as 
always. Let me introduce you to Miss Margetson. Sir John Hustler- 
Dibb. 

Sir John {after bowing to her). Charmed ! I have often seen you, 
Mis% Margetson, and our friend here has promised that he'd make me 
known to you at the first opportunity. {Sitting.) But in a busy 
life- 

Miss M. {pouring out the tea). Yes, of course, Sir John ! I’ve 
heard how busy you are in the House. {Gins him u euj>.) 

Sir John {taking the cup). Thank you ! It’s not the House 
only. An M.P. has so many duties; such a number of public meetings 
that he must attend. And then there aie private meetings, like the 
present, when we can find the time. 

Miss M. I hope you don’t find them a tie. 

Sir John. Far from it. They are my sole relaxation. I’ve been 
looking forward to this actual meeting for a long time. Strickland is 
one of my oldest friends. 1 am sorry 1 don't see more 61 him, but, 
as I said, we have so little time for social intercourse. 

Miss M. Don’t you*see a good deal of one another in the House ? 

Sir John. Oh, yes, we sit together. Still, the company is not 
quite so pleasant as one could wish. 

Strickland. You are right there, Dibb. 1 shall be glad to hoar 
the last of some of them. 

SiR^OHN. You have told Miss Margetson that you are leaving us ? 

Miss M. He has, Sir John. And I don’hat ail like the notion. 

Sir John. No, more do I, my dear young lady. 1 shall miss him 
terribly. But what’s to be done ? If these lellows on the front 
bench don’t make way for him, we can't force them to shift. There 
they stick, as tight as limpets, even when the chief would like to get 
rid of them; and they won’t be tempted to move upstairs by his 
dangling a coronet before their noses. So, as our friend told me that 
he wanted to settle down— {with a shrewd glance at Miss Margetson) — 
and I heard there was one of these judgeships going, I thought, 
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perhaps, he might do worse. I’m not sure, though, that it wouldn’t 
be better if he waited. He’s a power in the House, you know, and 
possibly something might happen. Then the fellow says he won’t 
wait. • 

Strickland. I can’t wait any longer. I’ve waited^too {(long 
already. 

Miss M. Oh, no! • * 

Strickland. Yes I have ! ,I wor^’t continue to chase a will-of- 
the-wisp that might lead me into a quagmire out of which my 
friends couldn’t drag me. Ah, Dibb can tell you I am not exaggerat¬ 
ing the danger. He has seen it all again and again. How the man 
people begin By patting on the back is ^aduaUy pu.shed to the wall. 
He loses his peace of mind first, then his health, and then hope; 
and who cares, who even notices ? There’s a place left empty for some 
duffer, that is all they know ! ^ 

Miss M. Is it so bad as that. Sir John ? 

Sir John. Every bit, my dear Miss Margetson. It’s the law of 
life; a struggle for existence goes on just as fiercely in this House as it 
does outside. 

Strickland {bitterly). Yes, and the most favoured come best off 
here, as elsewhere. {With a shade of anxiety in his tone.) Do you 
think f shall get this thing, Dibb ? 

Sir John. My dear fellow. I’m perfectly confident you will. That 
reminds me. 1 am to see the Lord Chancellor’s secretary about the 
appointtnent this afternoon. He gave me to understand that it was 
all right yesterday • but he said he would tell me for certain to-day. 
If you’ll excuse nm, Miss Margetson, I’ll go and find him now. 
{To Strickland, uv he turns lo go.) You may take it troni me that 
I’ve left^no atone unturned. {At the door.) I’ll be back in two 
minutes witS the good news. {Bustles off.) 

Miss M. {after a slight pa\isc). fleoffrcy, are you sure Sir’John has 
turncid no stones that he had best have left alone ? 

Strickland. It’s ver}”^ improbable. An over-zealous man usually 
does too much. But it can’t do any harm ; the post isn't important 
enough for that. Besides, Dibb has great weight in the House. 
You’d hardly imagine it to look at him ; nevertheless, he has. Fifty 
thousand a yc-ar ahvays did carry weight at Westminster ! 

{Enter Maid-servant who clears away the tea-things, and then 
goes on with them. 

Miss M. Does he speak often ? 

Strickland. Ne-^er, now; but he stiU votes. . 

Miss M. He seemed rather talkative. 

Strickland. He is, very. Only so are many others, and the 
members who don’t want to talk are the worst listeners in the world. 
They won’t listen to Dibb at all. 


[Exit Maid. 
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Miss M. They always listen to you. 

Strickland. Yes; then I don’t speak unless I have something 
to say. 

Miss M. Oh, I seS ! 

Strickland {wlio is in a state of nervous excitement). And I say the 
thing they think. For instance, I never appeal their sense of 
justice. That hgure is all very well for a court of law; but it is far 
too crude for the House. We are ruled by compromise, the goddess 
with the evenly balanced scales, who gives fair value for an adequate 
consideration. If ever w^e introduce any reform, we are very careful 
to point out the consideration; and, above all, we assure ourselves 
that the vested interests remain undisturbed. Why, I Relieve, should 
Parliament be sitting when the last trump sounds, that it wrill record 
a hasty vote of protest against this disturbance of the vested interests. 

Miss M. But my father says they are, only preserved by the House 
of Lords. 

Strickland. With all respect, that is a delusion on the part of 
Lord Montbarb. It’s founded on a polite fiction, in which the House 
of Commons has a vested interest. 

[Enter Sir John, still in a hurry, hut no longer with the same 
cheerful and confident manner. 

Sir John {calling Strickland aside, as he comes in). My dear fellow, 
a word with you ! I really don’t know how to look you in the face. 

Strickland {speaking in a hoarse whisper). I haven’t got it! 

Sir John {greatly troubled). It would seem not! I don’t under¬ 
stand why, yet; but I’ll find out. 

Strickland. Pray don’t take the trouble, it's no use now ! {With 
drvious sincerity.) I’m very much obliged to you, Dibb, as mucli as 
if you had secured the appointment for me. {Turns bg/^ to Miss 
Margetson.) They’ve given it to some one else. 

Miss M. Oh, they wouldn’t do that! 

Sib John. Exactly my view. Miss Margetson. I’m afraid they 
have, though. I feel myself to blame; still, I don’t know where I went 
wrong. Everything was in order, we had a committee on it, and the 
Treasury people had promised to back us up. Besides, Strickland’s 
service were a more than sufficient claim, and we have taken steps to 
draw attention to them in the proper quarters. 

Strickland {with meaning). 1 suppose the other fellow had a 
stronger claim than mere services. 

Sir John {nodding his head). Possibly. We don't know who he 
is yet; but before *the appointment is gazetted'I shall make repre¬ 
sentations. 

Strickland. It won’t be any good, Dibb. One can’t bring pres¬ 
sure to bear in these matters; it would never do. 

Miss M. Isn’t there some other post he might have. Sir John 1 

Sir John. I don’t know of a vacancy at present. They keep 
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these things so deuced close. But you can rely on me, old chap, if 
anything should turn up, 

Strickland. Thank you, Dibb. • 

Sir John. Don’t thank me: 1 don’t deserve it. I’ve made a^mess 
of this somehow, and yet for the life of me I can’t see how. I put 
it fomard as a personal favour, and I’ve never been refused any¬ 
thing. 

Strickland. Well, we can’lfalwayS win. 

Sir John. I suppose not; but I wanted to win this time very 
much. After what you did for me, Strickland, I can’t bear to fail 
you at a pinch. , 

Strickland. You did your best, old man. 

Sir John. Yes, I tried hard. My only misgiving was that the 
thing wouldn’t be good enough for you. And I don’t think it would 
have been, either. {An electfic hell is heard to ring cordinuously, and 
a voice ojf calls ‘ Division ! ’) Hallo, division ! The House will be 
up after this. We have to rush away for a few minutes, Miss Marget- 
son. (Moves towards the door.) 

Miss M. Please don’t let me detain you. 

Sir John. Aren’t you coming. Strickland ? 

Strickland, No; I’m paired. {Sinking into a sc' 1 1.) 

Sir John. Lucky man ! I’m not, and T must put this in, if I’m 
to keep up my record. {Turning when he reaches the door.) Don’t 
lose heart. We’ll get you something better before long. {Goes off 
in a great hurry.) 

[The hell now stops ringing. 

Miss M. 1 am very sorry, Ceofirey; still, it may not be so bad, 
after all. You heard what he said ? They will get you something 
better soJJtft 

Strickland (resting his Iwad. on his hands). Not soon enough. 
I’m done, Mary. You don’t know the reason that drove me to snatch 
at this straw like a drowning man. It’s so petty, so sordid. I’ve 
tried to keep it from you, but I must tell you now. They have sucked 
me dry. I can’t remain in the House any longer. I haven’t enough 
money. 

Miss M. Does it take very much I 

Strickland. Not imwdi for a chap like Dibb. but more than I 
can afford. No man with a limited income can meet the ever- 
increasing calls that his constitu(iucy makes on him year after year 
unless he is helped by the party, and I couldn’t bring myself to 
accept that. Of course, it is nobody’s fault! People have been 
taught to regard their members as well-to-do, and few of us have 
the courage to combat the idea. Indeed, it would only ensure our 
defeat, in most cases, if we did. It has always been easier for a rich 
man to get into the kingdom of heaven than for a poor one to get 
into the House of Commons. fSo we go on yielding to the constant 
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demand upon our purse, until we reach tlie end of our resources, 
and then we drop out of tJie racej 

Miss M. But you won’t do that—not yet, at least; you’ll hold on 
a little longer. 

Strickland. I tliink not. I must stop while there’s time to 
start afresh. It’ll he a wrench to leave this place, where I have 
centred so many hopes; out I shall scarcely notice that, since it will 
be as nothing to the pain of parting fi*om you, Mary. 

Miss M. What do you mean, Geoffrey ? 

Strickland. Don’t you see, dear ? Don’t you understand ? 
1 could not be so downcast pn my own account. I should go back 
to practice with a light heart, although it’ll be an* uphill fight now, if 
- I only had myself to think of. No; it’s because I cannot ask you 
to wait until I have my feet imder me again that I feel this blow 
so bitterly. 

Miss M. Why shouldn’t I wait, dear ? I have waited patiently 
for jrou to declare yourself, and now that I am sure of you I don’t 
care how long I have to wait. 

Strickland. Because my life is a failure, I can’t allow you to 
spoil yours too. 

Miss M. My life is my own, to do with as I choose. 

Strickland. But you are bomid to make the best of it, dear. 

Miss M. It will be worthless if 1 lose you. 

Strickland. Don’t say that! Don’t think it! You’ll only make 
it so much the harder for me to do what’s right. I find that 
hard enough as it is. If 1 were young, and had the world before 
me, I would hold you to your word. But would it be fair to let 
you throw yourself away on a man whose future was so uncertain as 
mine ? *' 

Miss M. Why can’t we work together for your future ? Why 
can’t I come to you ffnd help you, Geoffrey 1 1 could write your 

letters for you instead of the person who does them now. 

Strickland {smiling). But she takes them down in shorthand, 
and then types them. 

Miss M. {with a brave aUempt at self-conjidence). Well, I’m sure I 
could Iwarn typewriting. I knew a girl once who did; and I might 
try to learn shorthand as well, perhaps. 

Strickland {drily). Perhaps! It would scarcely De worth your 
wliile, though. The girl only does my Parliamentary work, and I 
must get rid of her now, poor thing. , 

Miss M. I’m glad'of that. I never liked to see her hanging about 
you. 

Strickland. Fancy your objecting to that child, fehe has no 
existence outside her work, and she is hard at it from morning till 
night. 

Miss M. I could work for you just as hard as she does. 
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Stoickland {tenderly). My darling, do you think I could permit 
you to waste your youth and freshness on such drudgery as that ? 
You would have been badly enough ,Dff even if they had appointed 
me ; but, as things are,,our lives must lie apart. 

Miss M. Geoffrey, suppose there really were something better in 
store for you ? Just now you said that ‘ we can’t always win.’ Then 
why give up hope lifter a single rebuff ? 

Strickland. Because I feel that it is final. If I had asked for 
some great post, one of the blu*-ribbons, it wouldn’t have mattered. 
In ofEcial parlance, it would have done me no harm. But to be refased 
anything small means that they require your support no longer, 
and have forgotten the services you have^renflerexl in the past. 

Miss M. They can’t be so ungrateful. 

Strickland. My dear Mary, there is no such thing as collective 
gratitude. This is a commonplace of public life, and sooner or later 
great men find out its truth,'as surely as small people like myself. 
My services were valutd bj the party leaders wliile they lasted, and 
that was just so long a.s we remained in opposition. I had plenty of 
enciiuragement then to talce a prominent part in debate. Our First 
Whip would put his hand on my shoulder and say, ‘ Strickland, old 
chay), we deyiend on you to-night.’ Or I would get a note from the 
chief himself, begging me to look up the legal points of a Bill, in order 
to follow the Attorncy-Chmeral on the other side. I was glad enough to 
do it, too, for T thought that kind of thing must lead to promotion some 
day. But when we came into power CN^erything was changed. The 
authorities would never ask me to s])eak, except early in the evening, 
wh('n they could find no one else, or if they wanted to avoid a count. 
At all other times they would implore me to be silent, and I began 
to see the day when I might get ray first steyi grow farther and farther 
off. I dwhiwi turn rusty, though, like some fellows ; I didn’t attack 
them from behind with questions which come from the departments 
marked ‘ Private,’ and for which the permanent Secretaries can supydy 
no ydausiblc answers. No; I was as loyal to them as the mutest 
hound in the whole pack, responding as cheerfully to every crack of 
the whip ; and mark how they treat me. When 1 can’t follow any 
further, the smallest favour is found too great a reward for my years 
of faithful service. 

Miss M. I wonder ho'^ any one could have grudged you this 
appointment. 

Strickland. I don't believe tiiat any one of them did. Indivi¬ 
dually they’d have been well enough pleased to see me get it. But 
they are only feeders of a great machine, that grinds on in the path 
of routine quite irrespective of their likes or dislikes. Few of them 
know even hbw it is set in motion, and none can stop or turn it. 

Miss M. Then who controls things in the end ? 

Strickland. No one. They are governed by the system. It has 
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grown up out of the custom of ages, and he that understands it is 
reckoned wise. 

Miss M. (smiling). You must be very clever to know about it, 
then. ■ I 

Strickland. Oil, I have learnt by experience ! A fool might do 
that. 

Mis,s M. But haven’t you overlooked one point ? 

Strickland. What ? 

Miss M. Is there no such thing as influence ? 

Strickland. Yes, but that belongs to the system. 

Miss M. And how does it act ? 

Strickland. Well, I think Lord Montbarb could ^better explain 
that to you. It’s not confined to the Lower House. 

Miss M. Father never explains these things to any one. I don’t 
believe he really knows much about them himself. 

Strickland. Except by instinct, eh ? We’ve all an hereditary 
impulse to use our best weapons of defence. And ‘ influence ’ is so 
admirably fashioned for this purpose that I scarcely fancy the governing 
classes will cast it aside yet awhile. It is so beautifully spread over 
the entire country, uniting all whom it reaches by so strong a bond, 
that I doubt whether it could be destroyed, even if it were made 
visible ; and the parts of it dovetail so delightfully into one another. 

Miss M. The parts ? 

Strickland. Yes, ‘ influence ’ may be divided into three parts. 
They are recommendation, claims, and relationship. 

Miss M. What about qualifications ? 

Strickland. Well enough, if you have them, only they exert no 
influence. We assume that all candidates are equally qualified. It’s 
the safest way of shifting our responsibility. Therefore we never 
put any one forward as the best man, or the most high^T^ualified, 
but always as the very man for the post. That sounds strong, and it 
commits*one to nothing definite. 

Miss M. Then you leave out qualifications ! 

Strickland. Altogether. I’ve told you the things that really 
matter. Of these thiee, recommendation is the least, and relation¬ 
ship by far the greatest. But recommendation, which stands for little 
by itself, may be indirectly backed by claims, the claims of the man 
who recommends, and weight will be adde^i by his relationsliip to the 
man recommended. It would then perhaps command ‘ serious con¬ 
sideration.’ Claims should speak for themselves, only it is just as 
well to have them properly recommended ; and^ even so, they might 
not prevail, unless' they were of the kind that cannot be ignored. 
You saw the donverse of this in my case. Now there only remains 
relaiionship. Yet if we were related to the man who made the 
appointment, we need not trouble much about the other two factors, 
though both can easily be based on relationship, since this alone 
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gives a valid claim, and Buch claims always secure ample recommenda¬ 
tion. There, my dear, I have harangued you as though you were an 
election meeting; but you must forgive me for this once, as children 
say. Who knows if I‘shall ever speak in this pl%ce again ? 

[Enter Sib John, breathless, and so excited that he can 
scarcely speak coherently, even when he has somewhat 
rebovered. 

Sib John (having overheard the last sentence, and talking as he 
comes in). Not speak again ! * My dear fellow {stops to regain his 
breath). You’ve only just begun to s])eak! Who do you think 
buttonholed me in the lobby, Miss Margetson ? The Prime Minister / 

I was rather* avoiding liim, but he came over, and drew me aside. 

‘ You’re a friend ‘of Strickland’s ? ’ he said. ‘ A great friend,’ I 
replied. ‘Well, I want you to do me a favour, Dibb.’ He always* 
begins like that when he’s going to be extra decent. ‘ I’m horrified 
about this application of hik,’ he went on. ‘ We had no idea of it 
till last night. I put a stop to it at once ; such a thing is quite out of 
the question.’ , 

Strickland. Why should it be ? 

Sir John. Wait, wait, hear me out! ‘ We can’t spare him,’ he 

said ; ‘ we want new blood in the Cabinet, and we’ve been talking 
the matter over to-day. Several names were suggested, but we 
decided to ask Strickland to join us. I’m afraid he was a little dis¬ 
appointed at not being asked before. Of course, he’s sure of his 
seat ? ’ ‘ Perfectly,’ said I. * Then you can tell him that we count 

on his acceptance, Dibb.’ 

Strickland. Yes, he may count on that, eh, Mary ? 

Miss M. I should think so, indeed. 

Sir John (with conscious self-importance). It’s a secret for the 

present; but you are to be- (Whispers the words in his ear.) 

Old - (whispering again) will take a peerage. What do you say 

to him now, Miss Margetson ? The Right Honourable Geoffrey 
Strickland, P.C., one of his Majesty's Principal Secretaries of State ! 

I wouldn’t be surprised if he cut us all. 

Strickland. No fear of that, old friend. I say, though, this is 
a tremendoas jump ; they arc passing me over the heads of a good 
many. 

Sir John. Well, moet of them have spoiled their chances by 
showing the cloven foot. The chief can’t stand criticism from our 
side ; he looks on it as treachery. 

Strickland. IJcnow. * 

Sir John. But you have always behaved splendidly. He said so 
himself. 

Miss M. Yes, those are the words he used to my father. I’d 
forgotten them when I told you how the Prime Minister praised you 
the other night. 
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Strickland. And I thought he only meant to be civil to Lord 
Montbarb because he guessed (looking at her) something. It shows 
how utterly one can be mistaken". 

Miss M. You see, Geoffrey, I was right to fell you not to give up 
hope. 

Strickland. You were, indeed, Mary, and I feel that you have 
brought me this piece of good fortune. Though that is nothing to 
the still greater happiness you bring me. {Turning to Sir John.) 
Dibb, old man, let me present you to* the lady who has promised to 
be my wife. 

Sir John {cordially). Ah, I thought as much, and I congratulate 
you both. 

Miss M. Thank you, Sir John. I am very glad that you should 
be the first to do it. 

Strickland {grasping his Jia)id). And so am T. 

Sir John {m a broken tone). Happy to have tjie privilege ! 

[.4 voice is heard in the distance shouting the words ‘ Who 
goes home ‘s' ’ 

Miss M. What’s that ? 

Sir John. It means that tiie Hou.^ie is up. 

Strickland {proudly, now absolutely content with the existuig order 
of things). They have shouted those words for centuries. Men may 
go, parties may change, but Parliament remains the same. 

[Voice again heard, nearer, ‘ Who goes home ? ' 

Miss M. {placing her hand on Strickland’s arm). We do. 

Strickland. Yes, I can see you home now. 

Miss M. And soon- 

Strickland. There will be no need. {To Sir John.) Good-bye, 
old chap ! 

Miss M. {as they turn to go). Good-bye, Sir John ! 

Sir John. Good-bye ! 

[Strickland and Miss Maroetson go off together. The 
voice is again heard, far away, ‘ Who goes home ? ’ 
And Sir John slowly turns to go as the 

Curtain Falls. . 

Gerald Maxwell. 


The Editor of The Nineteenth Centcky cannot undertake 
to return unaccepted MSS. 
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THE AWAKENING OF CHINA: A STREET 
PLACARD FROM HUNAN 

Tue provijipc of Hunau in Central China has long been noted for 
the fierce and independent temper of its inhabitants. They proved 
their mettle in the long struggle with the Manchus at the foilnding of 
the present dynasty ; and half a century ago they offered such a 
determined resistance to the great horde of T‘ai-p‘ing rebels sweeping 
up from the south that these were effectually beaten off and driven 
eastwards, where they found an easier I'rey in the less warlike popula¬ 
tion of the lower Yangtsze. As might naturally be expected, the 
Hunanese have always been uncompromisingly hostile to foreigners, 
and, in spite of unremitting efforts, missionaries have met with very 
scant success in this part of the Empire. Bearing these facts in mind, 
we shall be all the more struck with the general fairness and moderation 
of the remarkable document of wliich a translation is offered below. 
Early in the present year this placard was posted up in various parts 
of the capital; Ch‘ang-sha, besides being widely circulated in pamphlet 
form. Contrasted with such a fanatical outburst of hatred as the 
notorious ‘ Anti-Christian Lyrics ’ or other inflammatory placards 
of thirty years ago, it serves to indicate the great forward step which 
China has taken in the interval. The writer appears to be a man 
VoL. LX-No. 3jG 521 MM 
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of some educatioo, despite a certain crudity, perhaps partly inten¬ 
tional, in the expression of his‘views; he obviously belongs to the 
same school as the Viceroy Chang Chih-tung, even if the latter, who 
still rules in Hupeh and Hunan, did not actually inspire the manifesto. 
At any rate, the frankness with which the old attitude of scornful 
superiority to the foreigner is here abandoned, the disinclination to 
impotent threats and violence, the advocacy of modern commercial 
and economic methods, and the insistence on the necessity of reform, 
all remind one of the man who refused to join in the carnival of rapine 
and slaughter in the year of the Boxers. The most surprising feature 
of the whole, however, is the glowing patriotic fervour, hitherto almost 
undreamt of in a Chinaman, which here and there transmutes the 
homely and somewhat uncouth diction into the real gold of eloquence ; 
indeed, we eveii seem to catch echoes of the mighty Demosthenes, who 
spent himself in similar efforts to rouse his countrymen to exertion. 
But there is no reason to believe that the present warnings will prove 
equally vain. The days are already past when Europeans could 
talk glibly of the ‘ partition of China,’ and every hour adds to the 
growth of that truly national spirit which is destined to weld China’s 
gigantic bulk ever closer together, until, in the words of Sir Bobert 
Hart’s grim prophecy, the Chinese ‘ will take back from foreigners 
everything foreigners have taken from China ; will pay off old grudges 
with interest; and will carry the Chinese flag and Chinese arms into 
many a place that even fancy will not suggest to-day.’ 

Let all Men bead ! 

Alas ! In our Empire of China to-day things have come to an 
intolerable pass. The State is fallen into great weakness and decay ; 
the foreigners have become very dangerous; our countoV is being 
cut away,piece by piece ; our power is slipping from us little by little ; 
our wealth is diminishfng day by day. If at this crisis we still refuse to 
rouse and bestir ourselves, we shall have the misfortune of seeing our 
country conquered and our posterity cut off. Now I have thought 
out a scheme which I "will put into plain and simple words and lay 
earnestly and anxiously before you. And you, gentle sirs, who read it, 
so faf from treating what I say as idle talk, must understand that 
every single sentence is thoroughly sincese and also of the utmost 
importance. And having read it through, you must all remember 
to keep it constantly in your minds and carry its principles faithfully 
into practice. I will now proceed to state myischeme, clause after 
clause. 

I. It must be recognised that the Conditions thevailing at 

THE PRESENT DaY ARE CONDITIONS THAT HAVE NEVER PREVAILED 

IN China at any Period oe her History. 

In former times China—that is to say, the eighteen provinces— 
was what her inhabitants meant by * the world,’ and apart from theK 
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eighteen provinces no other nation was known to exist at all. In 
those days, therefore, it was rare that anyone came to oppress us ; 
and as we on our side were not disposed t<5 wield our authority very 
harshly, it came about that there was peace and an absence of all 
trouble. But at the present time things are very different. On the 
east there is the* Empire of Japan, to the. north there is the Empire 
of Russia, in the west there are the Englishj, the French, the German, 
and the American nations. Ol theso*nations, the greatest are greater 
than China, while the smallest are smaller than China ; but all are 
stronger than ourselves, and every one of them has its eyes fixed on 
our territory and our wealth. In view of those facts, this China of 
ours caimot be regarded as constituting the whole world ; it cannot 
even be regarded as the principal country in the world. Since con¬ 
ditions are no longer thf' same as they were in earlier days, we denizens 
of Cliina must also cease clinging so desperately to the old methods 
which served in the past. It is necessary for you to assert your 
authority and quietly prepare for any emergency that may arise. 
Only thus will you succeed in preserving your country intact. 

11. It must be reauisei) that the Individual and the Family 

ARE BOUND UP WITH THE StATE—THAT IP THE STATE IS OVER¬ 
THROWN THE Family will be destroyed and the Individual 

WILL PERISH. 

I will ask you, gentle sirs, to consider this point: At the present 
moment we have clothes to wear, we have food to eat, we have money 
io spend, we have houses to live m ; where do all these come from ? 
Our parents can only gi\'e us the bodies we are born with ; they cannot 
cut off their flesh to feed us. Our little bit of land is all we have got. 
'Phe food we eat, the clothes we wear, the money we spend, the houses 
we Uve in—all depend upon that. If we had not^got this lanckwe should 
all perish utterly. Our bit of land, therefore, is even more important 
to us than our own parents. If this land passes into the possession of 
foreign nations, then what we eat, what we wear, what we spend, what 
we live in—all must fall into their hands. And if they refuse to give us 
food to eat, and clothes to wear, and money to spend, and houses to 
live in, we shall be left without any resource. At the present time 
the country of Annam iS enslaved by France, and its inhabitants 
must pay money in order to have clothes to their backs, they must 
pay in order to feed their pigs, they must pay in order to live in their 
houses, and those who refuse to pay are put to death. Thus, in a little 
while, the poor man must perish, and the rich man must in a little 
while become poor. Only ten years have passed since the conquest 
of Annam, yet already seven-tenths of her people have perished. 
Now see what a danger it is to have these foreigners in China ! If we 
are in this plight even before our country has been conquered, once 
conquered and enslaved, we shall surely be in the same condition as 

U M 2 
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Annam. Howbeit, there are still some grounds for hope, and therefore 
I humbly exhort you, sirs, to take a clear view of the situation ; and, 
after thinking it over, you will come to see that in protecting the State 
one is really protecting oneself and one’s family. You cannot go on 
doing as you have done hitherto—only considering the family and 
the individual without considering the State. You must at all costs 
cease aiming only at selfish ends and private advantage, and rather 
look upon all affairs which concern tne State as a whole as though 
they were your own personal affairs, furthering them with all your 
might. For if you fail in preserving the State from harm, then 
most assuredly you will also -fail in preserving your own persons and 
your own homes. 

III. It must be understood that the overthrow of the State 

AT THE PRESENT DaY IS SOMETHINO QUITE DIFFERENT FROM A 

change of Dynasty in Times gone by. " 

In former changes of djmasty, our new rulers were always our own 
countrymen ; ' their speech was the speech which we understood, and 
their outward appearance was the same as ours. Nor did they ever 
bring in a new population from outside; the country still remained 
our country, the people in it were still our people. We call this only 
a change of dynasty; we do not call it the overthrow of the State. 
Nowadays, when a State is overthrown, it is not at all like this. For 
these foreign countries have peoples of their own, whose speech we do 
not understand, and whose outward appearance is not like ours. 
If these foreigners succeed in conquering our country, they will 
gradually bring their own people over here, while as for the Chinese 
inhabitants, they will slowly but surely kill them off. This is entirely 
different from a change of dynasty in former times, where submis¬ 
sion migl^t be followed by allegiance to the new Sovereign. For these 
men from foreign States who come to our land of China are not aiming 
at the imperial throne ; what they are aiming at is to seize land. Be¬ 
cause in their native countries the population is large and land is 
scanty, their special purpose in coming to China is to seek out land. 
It is only land they want, land, and not by any means to become 
Empbror over you. When once the land has passed into their hands, 
they will seize all the power and control. .At the present time India 
is under the dominion of England, who pays fixed salaries to the 
several Indian princes, but keeps all the real power in her own hands. 
As for the masses o( India, they can be put to dqath and they can be 
hacked to pieces at the Englishman’s pleasure. Whatever extremity 
of suffering you may be prepared to undergo, he will never relax his 
grip until you are exterminated.’* You, sirs, looking at the sub- 

‘ Cf. Byron : ‘ A tyrant 1—but our masters then 

Were still, at least, our countrymen.’ 

Cf. Horace : ‘ Non missura cutom nisi plena cruoris hirudo.’ Truly our reputa¬ 
tion for bull-dog tenacity has reached the Chinaman in no very pleasant form t 
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jection of India, may well pity the fate of her people. And if we will 
not make ourselves strong in good time, but wait until our country has 
been reduced to slavery, how are we to avoid becoming a second 
India? 

IV. Methods of protecting the State must be ascertained 

AND APPLIED. ’ 

There are various methods of protecting the State, but we will 
only indicate now a few of the most important. 

(1) Education .—All persons belonging to foreign nations, whether 
they be rich’or poor, male or female, «cholars, farmers, artisans, or 
traders,’^ possess a* very large stock of education. Not one of them 
but can read the books which are read by our students of twenty. 
I would ask you, sirs, to observe the foreign women whom you con¬ 
stantly meet in the province of Hunan; you will see that they carry 
volumes with them when they take their walks abroad. This is a sure 
proof that foreign women study books, whence it may reasonably 
be concluded that not a single foreigner is destitute of education. 
Moreover, their education is of the kind which is profitable to the 
State, because there is no branch of it that cannot be put to practical 
use. For their artisans there are technical schools ; the steamship, 
the electric telegraph, fire-arms, cannon and other mechanical con¬ 
trivances—all these are the product of technical schools. For tillers 
of the soil there are agricultural colleges, where 3 '’ou may learn that 
by the use of machinery for ploughing and by the use of chemicals 
as manure an acre of land can be made to yield four times its usual 
crop. For traders there are mercantile institutes, for soldiers there 
are military academies, for magistrates and judges there are schools 
of law, for those who study moral science there are various courses of 
training in ethics and philosophy in general. How unlike pur system 
in China ! where the only object of education is the composition of 
elegant essays and poetry, while the facts and conditions of actual 
human life are utterly ignored. Even goodness and virtue are con¬ 
spicuous by their absence ; we think only of riches and rank. Men 
that have reached eminent positions use their influence to corrupt 
the courts of justice, while those who become Government officials are 
avaricious and oppress the people. Those, on the other hand, who 
fail to attain high honours and to enter official life are unfit to carry 
loads across their shoulders or to labour with their hands ; they cannot 
earn a single bowl'of rice. Tell me, gentle sirs, of what use to the 
State is this sort of book-learning ? In the world of the present day 
how can education on these fines stand against that of foreign nations ? 
Modern education, therefore, is something difierent from this. We 
must strive to bring out the true features of the teaching of our Master 
Confucius ; we must also pick out and study the good points in foreign 

’ The four classes in China, recognised by the earliest classical books. 
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systems. The ‘six, arts’ of which Confucius spoke are ceremonies, 
music, archery, charioteering, letters, and calculating. Archery and 
charioteering have reference to the art of war, and mean, in modern 
terms, that we must practise drilling and physical exercises. Calcu* 
lating stands for mathematical science, and hence nowadays we must 
study mathematics. Such^ branches of learning as the science of right 
conduct and the cultivation of one’s moral nature, and the theories of 
sound and music, which are taught in modern schools—these are 
what Confucius meant by ceremonies and music. Such subjects of 
study as the classics, history, and political economy are what he 
meant by letters. Thus, although we were now to "stop making 
essays and poetry, we should nevertheless have really succeeded 
in bringing to light the true import of Confucius’ teaching. Again, 
by stud)dng natural science in our schools, we should at the same 
time be adopting advantageous features from the foreign system 
and following the principle enunciated in the ‘ Great Learning,’ ‘ 
that*‘the perfecting of knowledge depends upon the investigation 
of tilings.’ Therefore you, sirs, must understand that the present 
objects and motives of study are not the same as those in day.s gone by. 
It is in case 1 should not make ray meaning clear to you, and you 
should imagine that in learning from foreigners and in reading foreign 
books we were actually yielding and submitting to foreigners—it is 
on this account that I am explaining myself in detail for your better 
comprehension, trusting that thus you will understand me clearly. 
And when you do understand, I want those of you who have money 
to subscribe for the purpose of opening a number of schools throughout 
the country ; and I want those of you who have education to go forth 
and train school-teachers. It is essential that every man shall be 
imbued with the idea of heljung his country; and it must be the 
object of his efforts to, hasten the advent of a day when not a single 
individual of either sex, be he rich or poor, scholar, farmer, artisan, 
or trader, shall be destitute of education. If this is achieved, all will 
be well. For when that time has come, the men from foreign nations 
will surely seek to curry favour with us of their own accord, nor will 
they dare to come and insult us any more. 

(2^ Military Strength .—The rule in the greater part of the w'orld 
to-day is that the weak are oppressed by‘the strong. And on this 
account, while the strong prosper, the weak must go to the wall. 
Now, gentle sirs, I wish you to observe that this principle is exemplified 
throughout the length and breadth of our owm country. For, supposing 
a strong man oppresses a weak one, the latter, being in a humble 
station, finds that the gentry and the village elders connive at the 
injustice; while the former, being in an exalted position, knows 
that he can get the officials to stop all proceedings for redress. Among 
ourselves, however, there still remains the resource of appealing to the 
* A abort treatise Id the Confucian canon. 
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principle of right; whereas, if our State is oppressed by another State, 
there can be no resort to any such argument, and*there only remains 
the arbitrament of avus. The side, then, .that comes off victor is 
right, and the side that suffers defeat is wrong.* Now this principle 
is well understood by foreign nations. They have laid down a law 
by which all men must serve in the army, so that even a king’s son 
must serve for three years as a soldier. We in China must do the 
same in the future, and the result will be good. The military strength 
of the Chinese is good in quality as it is vast in quantity. The great 
drawback is that people will not give their whole minds to the sub¬ 
ject. For, oqt of regard to the common saying that ‘ no good son of 
Han will go a-soldiering,’ there are a great many who refuse to pay 
serious attention to military matters ; and thus it is that the strength , 
of China is decaying day by day. It follows that we must now begin 
to occupy ourselves with the subject in real earnest—forming volunteer 
corps, practising boXing singlestick, musketry, and shooting with 
heavy artillery, entering the standing army to follow a soldier’s profes¬ 
sion, joining military colleges to study and practise the art of war. 
Every citizen must have military training. And only when we 
are able to fight foreign nations may we count ourselves a powerful 
State. The strength of Japan is derived from the patriotism which 
pervades all her people, and also from the fact that she has always 
had many able officers, skilled in the art of making war. That is why 
she defeated China in 1894, and has also recently defeated Russia. 
This shows that military strength lies at the root of the safety of a 
State. The only thing needful is to lay hold of this principle, that, 
whereas in former times we used military strength only to safeguard 
our individual persons and our individual homes, nowadays we must 
use it to safeguard the State as a whole. This is a point that ought 
to be very carefully borne in mind. Never for a moment should it 
be forgotten. • • 

(3) Unbinding the Feet .—The custom of foot-binding is an ex¬ 
tremely pernicious custom. There is no other country in the world 
where the women have their feet bound; it is only we Chinamen 
who are fond of bound feet. Therefore we must begin unbinding 
them without delay. Foot-binding has absolutely nothing which 
can be said in its favour.^ Its ostensible object is to make girls nice 
in appearance, but in reality it causes evils which are destructive to 
the State. In foreign countries everybody, irrespective of sex, does 
work of some sort. But in China, out of a population of 400 millions, 
there are 200 million women who undergo a’process of maiming 
which unfits them for doing any work."’ In rich families this is all 
very well. But if a poor man takes a wife with small feet, he must 
do the hardest of manual laboiu: and take home the money he earns 

This is a slightl7 exaggerated estimate; all the Manohu and Hakka women, 
besides those of the boating population at Canton and elsewhere, have unbound feet. 
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to feed his wife, who sits there doing nothing. It is exactly as though 
he had to support an aged mother! There are a great many men 
who, having wives, are personally interested, in this question, and 
cannot afford to relax their efforts for reform. If their feet were not 
bound, wives would be able to help their husbands in their toil. This 
alone would be reason enough for the change. But, further, one 
must consider that the world cannot always enjoy peace ; and if one 
fine day a licentious soldiery were to appear on the scene, how should 
these poor women, who find it difficult to walk a single step, do any¬ 
thing but sit still and await their doom ? Moreover, women whose 
feet are bound cannot but be physically weak, and when they come 
to bear children these cannot be robust and strong. If in the present 
generation we still persist in keeping up a custom of this kind, it is 
nothing less than an attempt at self-destruction. Therefore, my 
countrymen, T warn you to cease foot-binding immediately, and 
thus avoid the calamity of seeing the destruction of our Empire and 
the extirpation of our race. This course of action can only redound 
to the happiness and prosperity of all. 

(4) Abstention from Opium. —That opium-smoking is injurious 
everybody is well aware, so I need not argue the question at any 
length, but will only point out that the foreigners who sell opium for 
Chinese consumption do not take opium themselves; whence it 
must be patent to all that this opium is stuff which should not be 
taken.'■ 

, I have ventured to compose a few lines of doggerel on the subj(!ct, 
which I want you to hum over to yourselves ; 

Humbly I would warn opium-smokers not to fuddle themselves in this way; 
Fuddled and stupid, they are truly objects to excite indignation ! 

The wealthy man who takes opium is inclined to sleep early in the day ; 

The head of the house, he loves money that is got without any toil. 

The poor man who takes opium finds it impossible to earn his living; 

A prey both to cold and tb hunger—truly he is an object of compassion ! 

The olHcial who takes opium is neither pure nor incorruptible ; 

His reputation is destroyed and he is hated by the people. 

The man of leisure who takes opium loses his moral sense ; 

He brings wrongful influence to bear on the cour.se of justice, and incurs the 
odium of other men. 

The ptisan who takes opium finds no one who will offer him work ; 

There being no road open to him wherever he tprns, he abandons himself to 
his craving for the drug. 

The peasant who takes opium lets his fields run to waste ; 

His harvest turns out badly and his household falls into distress. 

The scholar who takes^opiura forfeits his good name, c 
And no man will engage him as teacher or accountant. 

The merchant who takes opium finds his affairs become embarrassed ; 

Other men earn profits while he encroaches on his capital. 

I hereby warn you one and all; abstain, abstain, abstain! 

" Since’these lines went to press, an Imperial edict has been issued ordering the 
abolition of the use of opium, both foreign and native, within ten years. 
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Henceforth do not squander your substance in opium dens and run into debt. 
Rather save the money you would spend on opium, and g§t yourself clothes to 
your back; 

Then you will be nice and’warm, and your mind tdb wiUbe at ease. 

Save the money you would spend on opium, and buy meat for your table ; 

Then, though you may not be rich, you will still be rich enough. 

Save the money yoi\ would spend on opium, and with it support your parents ; 
Filial piety sucli as this is truly without compare.* ' 

Save the money you would spend on opium, and with it help the poor ; 

Charitable works of this description*Rro verily inexhaustible in their scope. 

Save the money you would spend on opium, and use it to defray public 
expenses; 

For if the State is wealthy and the army strong, we never need fear a foe. 

In opium there lurks not poverty alone, in opftmi there is death ! 

Rouse then all your energy and show j’ourselvcs true sons of Han. 

If still you do not repent and will not abstain from opium. 

You shall presently lose your country and 3'our lives I 

• 

(.’>) Union in the liody Politic. —A united body means the joining 
of many men’s strength to make a single strength, and the jojping 
of many wills to make a single will. Take as an illustration the 
trunk of a tree, which one man alone cannot lift, though a number 
of men together are able to do so. A number of men like this form 
a single united body. Again, we may compare them to a bundle of 
chopsticlcs fastened tightly together; if one chopstick is pulled out, 
the whole bundle is thereby loosened. Therefore in a united body 
there must be no defaulter. Now in the present state of affairs 
success is not to be acliieved by some few hundreds or thousands of 
irjon. Nothing less is necessary than that the 400 millions of us 
shall join together to form one vast united body ; then only can our 
task be accomplished. When we fought Japan in the year 1894, 
our soldiers joined and left the ranks at their pleasure. Consequently 
we suffered defeat, the island of Formosa was lopped off from the 
Fitnpire and annexed by Japan, and we had'to pay Japan a large 
indemnity to boot—all this because we made the mistake of not 
being united. Therefore, gentle sirs, I humbly exhort you, one and 
all, to coalesce and form a united body that so you may achieve 
your ends. Whatever these niay be—the opening of schools, the 
promotion of industries, the development of mines, the building of 
railways, waging war with foreign nations, or any other sort or kind 
of business—you must act with a single heart and united strength, 
and there m\ist not be one defaulter among you. As for the method 
of effecting this clc»e union, it consists, above all, in reciprocal affec¬ 
tion. Let a man but be a fellow-Chinaman, you must look upon 
him in the light of a brother. If your neighbour is in trouble, you 
must hasten to help him out. Then, some other day, if you yourself 
are in difficulties, assuredly others will come all the faster to your aid. 

(6) The Gonstnidion of Railways and the Opening up of Mines .— 
These two things—railways and mines—form the bedrock of a country’s 
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wealth and military power. Railways may be likened to arteries and 
sinews, and mines may be likened to treasure-houses. In arteries 
there must be circulation and communication in order that the body 
may have hfe; and treasure-houses must be thrown open and ex¬ 
ploited in order that their contents may find their way into use. 
Now in China there are many railways that ought to be built, and 
there are many mines that ought to be opened, aU of which still 
remain unopened and unbuilt. Foieigners, seeing this neglect on 
our part, are all anxious to come and do the work for us. They 
want to come and build railways, they want to come and open mines. 
At the present moment they have already begun to work a number 
of our mines, and they have laid a number of railway hnes, whereas 
the mines that we ourselves have opened and the railways that we 
ourselves have laid are confined to a very few places. You, sirs, 
who behold these mines being exploited by foreigners and these rail¬ 
ways being laid down by foreigners, do you not realise that in some 
sort our treasure-houses are being rifled and our arteries and sinews 
being plucked out ? How, then, in future years are we to live ? 
Nowadays the wealth and power of a nation depend on the mines it 
has opened up, and on the railways it has built. For mines, once 
opened, are the source of inexhaustible riches, and when railways 
have been built you can travel about the country by means of loco¬ 
motives, covering more than a thousand Mn a single day, winch for 
traders is most convenient and useful. Moreover, when troops are 
needed to fight against an enemy, they can be brought up in this 
way with much greater rapidity. For these reasons the land in foreign 
countries is covered with a network of railways, and we in China 
must construct a similar network. Where no lines are yet laid, we 
must go and lay them without delay; and as for those which have 
already been laid by foreigners, we must buy them back again with¬ 
out loss of time. If ‘you neglect to take these measures and allow 
the foreigners to go on building, they will construct lines of railway 
to their own part of the world, and their own merchants will mono¬ 
polise all the business, so that our working-men here in China will 
have no chance of earning a cent, and our boatmen too will find 
theii^. occupation gone. Moreover, railway connection having been 
thus established, bodies of soldiers will also be dispatched hither, 
nominally for the purpose of guarding the railway; but in reality 
these troops will have come to reduce your country to subjection. 
And when one fine day they make a hostile movement, we shall find 
ourselves unprepare’d to oppose them. Therefore from this time 
forward we must on no account whatever concede to foreigners the 
privilege of building these railways, but instead of that we must at 
once issue shares, collect capital, and go and build them ourselves. 
Let us not hesitate an instant, and all may yet be well. 

' A U in about one-third of n mile. 
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(7) Working in Pecux and Harmony .—There are people in this 
country who say that foreigners should not be allowed to come and 
preach their religion fn China. There are* others who say that 
foreigners should not be allowed to come and carry on their trade in 
China, because these things lead to trouble and annoyance in a number 
of ways. Such sentiments, inasmuch as they aim at safeguarding the 
State and the future of our race, are^ honest enough sentiments at 
bottom, only they betray a certain lack of insight and understanding. 
At the present day there is communication between all parts of the 
world, including commercial intercourse and religious propaganda. 
This is not confined to our own country* but is the same in all. If, 
then, we prohibit others from coming to China, we set ourselves in 
opposition to the common law of all nations. And China, large as 
she is, is not a match for all the other nations of the world. Besides, 
when we want to go and trade in foreign countries, they freely permit 
us to do so ; or, if we want to preach there the doctrines of Confucius, 
still they make no objection. And, indeed, at the present time there 
are a great many of our countrymen who have gone abroad for pur¬ 
poses of trade ; while, as regards Confucianism, it is only because our 
methods of disseminating doctrines are unlike foreign methods that 
no missionaries of ouis are sent abroad. But of late years thou¬ 
sands of our fellow-countrymen have gone abroad to be educated ; 
yet never in a single instance have they been refused admittance. 
The question of the survival or destruction of our Empire depends 
on whether we make ourselves strong or remain weak. If we are 
able to make ourselves strong, how"^ can the rest of the world ever hope 
to subdTie us ? But if we choose to remain weak, we must in the end 
fall a prey to others. This is a fixed and immutable law. Therefore, 
gentle sirs, I humbly exhort you to set to work with the earnestness 
of purpose which I recommeiuled above. If^ only we arp able to 
make ourselves sufficiently strong, there need be no fear of foreign 
men coming to oppress us. It, on the other hand, we absolutely 
neglect all means of acquirijig strength, and take refuge in arrogance 
and violent deeds, killing and injuring foreigners until at last they 
come with large armies, and we are compelled to leave the fray and 
make ourselves scarce, not daring to show our heads, but letting 
the enemy wreak their vengeance on our lands, —then it may truly 
be said that we have been the eause of oux own ruin! To sum up, 
then, what should be our attitude towards the foreigner? In the 
first place wc must flot be afraid of him ; in the second place we must 
not attack nor injure him. Whatever the affair in hand may be, 
our only way is to discuss the rights of the case with h im in a quiet 
and friendly spirit. This is what I mean by working together in 
peace and harmony. But if by any chance the rights of a case will 
not yield to reason and argument—if we find oux opponents medi¬ 
tating a hostile move, and about to act as aggressors by bringing 
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an armed force against us, then indeed 1 would bid you cast life and 
death to the winds, and fight*to the last drop of your blood—ay, 
though the war thus begun should endure for ten long years, though 
the tale of slain should have to be reckoned in millions, you must 
never quit the struggle—never, never! * Then, in good sooth, you 
may proudly 'call yourselves a nation. 

The above paragraphs all set forth certain methods of rousing 
yourselves into action. Only let these be adopted, and when put 
into practice they will prove efficacious. The area of Japan is not 
greater than that of the sin'gle province of Ssri-cli‘uari, its population 
is not more numerous than that of the single province of Hunan.® 
Twenty years ago, as compared with China, Japan was very poor and 
weak; but now, having been stirred into activity, it has grown to be 
a rich and powerful State. India, both in size and population, is 
not so very far behind China ; but because as a nation she was incapable 
of 'making an effort, she has fallen under the dominion of England. 
In the light of these facts it behoves you, sirs, to be neither down¬ 
cast nor yet too light-hearted. What you must do is immediately 
to begin girding yourselves for action. If you can manage to do this, 
though your country were as small as Japan, you can still become 
rich and powerful. But if you are unequal to the effort, then, although 
your country is as great as India, you must iiie.vitably succumb. 
Sirs, I humbly beseech you, from this time onward, aided by these 
methods which have been sho^vn to you, begin to bestir yourselves 
in good earnest. Oh, happy then the day for you who read these 
words, for ourselves, and for the State ! 

Lionel Giles. 

" Lord Chatham’s faniou.'^ words hiwo here influenced the form, though not the 
suVistantiaf accuracy, of thtj translation. 

“ Another rhetorical exaggeration. Tlic population of Japan is, according to the 
most iccent estimate, nearly double that of Hunan. 



1906 


THE VILLAGE DEITIES OF SOUTH INDIA 


It has been well said, by the most illustrious traveller who has lately 
visited India, that there is need of a truer sympathy between the peoples 
of India and their English rulers; but sympathy is the child of knowledge, 
and we cannot truly sympathise with the mass of the villagers, who form 
90 per cent, of the whole population, without some knowledge of the 
religious ideas and sentiments which so largely influence their lives and 
characters. For religion has always been in India the main interest 
of life, taking the j)lace of politics, science, history, and art among the 
peoples of Europe. Of these in the literature of India there is nothing. 
The two great Epic poems are essentially bound up with the religious 
feelings and beliefs of the people, and the best thought of India has 
been devoted to religious philosophy. If we would know, then, what 
manner of people our fellow-subjects in India are, we must try to 
thread our way through the complicated maze of their religious 
ideas. 

In the following article I will try to describe briefly one important 
feature of the religion of the masses. Out of the 300,000,000 in¬ 
habitants of India about 200,000,000 are Hindus, some 55,000,000 
Mahommedans, and the rest Christians, Sikhs, Jains, Parsis, Jews, 
and Animists. Hinduism, then, is in India the? religion of the masses. 
But it must not be supposed that Hinduism is, like Christianity or 
Mahommedanism, a single religion with a definite creed. On the 
contrary, it is a conglomerate of beliefs and customs belonging to 
different ages and expressing often inconsistent ideas and sentiments. 
We may roughly divide it into three main forma of religion. First, 
there are the six systemsi of Hindu philosophy, of which the most 
popular is Vedantism, a subtle and refined form of Pantheism, which 
forms the creed of a small and educated minority. Secondly, there is 
the popular worshipof Siva and Vishnu, Siva representing the destruc¬ 
tive power of nature, and Vishnu its power of preservation. This is 
not the ancient religion of the Vedas, the sacred books of the Hindus, 
but a comparatively modern form of worship that originated about 
the time of the decay and extermination of Buddhism between]J|the 
first and sixth centuries A.n., and represents a combination of 
the abstract philosophical ideas of the Aryan Brahmans with the 
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grosser forms of worship of the original inhabitants of India. It is 
the form of Hinduism whichr is most en ^,mdence and with which 
English people in India are most familiar. The large temples in town 
and village are nearly all dedicated to Siva or Vishnu, and a traveller, 
who visited India and saw only the surface of the religious life of the 
Hindus, would naturally imagine that this worsliip of Siva and Vishnu, 
with its various ramifications, formed the sum total of popular 
Hinduism. But in South India thcic is a third element in Hinduism, 
which is just as important as the worship of Siva and Vishnu, and 
has its roots deeper down in the thoughts and feelings of the masses, 
viz. the worship of village, deities. Every village in-South India is 
believed by the people to be surroimded by evil spirits, who are always 
on the watch to inflict disease and misfortunes on the unhappy 
villagers. They lurk everywhere, on the tops of the palmyra trees, 
in caves and rocks, in ravines and chasms. They fly about in the 
air, like birds of prey, ready to pounce down'upon any unprotected 
victim ; and the \'illagers pass through life in constant dread of these 
invisible enemies. At the same time each village has also its guardian 
spirit or spirits, whose function it is to ward off evU spirits and protect 
the villagers from epidemics of cholera, small-po.x, cattle disease, 
famine, and all the manifold ills that flesh is heir to in an Indian village. 
The sole object of the worship of these village deities is to propitiah' 
them and put them in a good temper, so as to ensure their protection 
or avert their wrath. There is hardly any trace of ])rai8e or thanks¬ 
giving, or any expression of gratitude and love in the whole system, 
and no desire for moral and spiritual blessings. The one great object 
of all the rites and ceremonies is to get rid of epidemics or to obtain 
material prosperity. The worship, therefore, in most villages only 
takes place occasionally. In some there is an annual sacrilice ; but in 
the majority sacrifices are only offered when an epidemic or cattle 
disease breaks out. “ The general attitude of the villager towards 
his village deities is ‘ let slceping']|dog8 lie ’; so long as everytliing goes 
on well and there is no disease afflicting man or beast, it seems safest 
to let them alone ; but when misfortmie comes, it is a sign that they 
are out of temper and require propitiation. While, therefore, Siva 
and Vishnu may be more dignified beings, with far more imposing 
shrines and temples, still when calamity overtakes a village, and 
famine, pestilence, or cattle disease makes its appearance, it is to 
the village deities that the whole body of the villagers turn for protec¬ 
tion, as a more present help in trouble and as being more intimately 
concerned with the happine.ss and prosperity of the people. 

The origin of this form of Hinduism is lost in antiquity; but 
it is quite certain that it represents a pre-Aryan religion, more or 
less modified in various parts of South India by Brahmanical and 
Aryan influence. There are three special features of the system which 
broadly distinguish it from the worship of Siva and Vishnu. (1) First, 
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the village deities, with very few exceptions, are female. Siva and 
Vishnu are male deities, and their wives are distinctly subordinate to 
them. On the other hand, nearly all the village deities are goddesses, 
though they have male attendants who guard their shrines and carry 
out their commands. In the Telugu country there is a male deity 
called Potu-Razu, *01 the Royal Man, who jfigures sometimes as the 
husband and sometimes as the brother of the goddesses; and in the 
Tamil country there is in almost every* village a deity called lyenar, 
who acts as guardian and night watchman, and is supposed to 
patrol the village every night, with flowing locks and flaming eyes, 
mounted on ghostly steeds, to scare awajj the evil spirits. (2) Then, 
secondly, the village deities are propitiated with animal sacrifices. 
No animal sacrifices are offered to Siva or V^ishnu ; but to the village 
deities buffaloes, sheep, goats, pigs, and fowls are freely offered, some¬ 
times by the thousand. In some places as many as ten thousand 
animals will be sacrificed in a single day. In the Tamil country, 
where brahman influence is strong and the shedding of blood is there¬ 
fore discredited, the animals are sometimes offered to the male atten¬ 
dants, instead of to the goddesses themselves, and a curtain is drawn 
before the images of the goddesses to prevent their seeing the killing 
of the victims ; and no animal sacrifices are ever offered to lyenar. 
But it is clear that these are later modifications of the system, and 
that originally all village deities were worshipped with animal sacri¬ 
fices. (3) Then, thirdly, the pujaris, i.e. the men who perform the 
sacrifices and officiate as priests, are not Brahmans. The priestly 
caste in Hindu society is the brahman caste, and in the temples of 
Vishnu and Siva all the ceremonies are performed by brahman priests ; 
but the priests of the village deities are drawn from all castes except 
that of the Brahmans, and in the Telugu and Canarese countries an 
important part of the sacrifices is taken even by the outcaste Pariahs, 
in the more primitive villages, where primitivd* customs still prevail, 
it is remarkable how great a number of peoj)le take an official part in 
the periodical sacrifices ; the potter, the carpenter, the toddy-drawer,^ 
the washerman, the Kurnam or magistrate, and the different sections 
of the Pariahs all have their appointed parts to play ; and, in striking 
contrast to the Aryan worship controlled by the Brahmans, the 
worship of the village deities is marked by a conspicuous absence of 
sacerdotalism. 

Names and Festivals. —The names of the village deities are legion, 
and some of them «re quite unintelligible to the people themselves, 
but many of them have meanings which show clearly the close connec¬ 
tion of the deities with country life, e.g. ‘ the Village Goddess,’ ‘ the 
Great Mother,’ ‘ the Little Mother,’ ‘ the Water Goddess,' ‘ the Goddess 
who presides over Buttermilk.’ ‘ the Goddess who sits under a Mango 
Tree,’ ‘ the Goddess of the Cart,’ &c. One of the deities universally 
' Toddy is an intoxicatmg drink made from the juice of palmyra trees. 
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worshipped in the Tamil country is Mari-amman, the goddess of 
small-pox, who both inflicts and chases away this dread disease. 

The symbols of the village deities are aknost as diverse as their 
names. Sometimes there is no permanent image or symbol of the 
village deity at all, but a special image of clay, about two feet high, 
is made for each festival by the village potter; sometimes the deity 
is represented by a rough stone pillar standing under a tree or in the 
open field, sometimes by a fiat slab 'of stone or a small conical stone 
not more than six inches high, sometimes by the figure of a woman 
carved in bas-relief upon a stone slab, and sometimes by a stone 
image. I saw one image in the Trichinopoly district which is typical 
of these more highly developed symbols. It wa's a stone figure of a 
woman, about two-and-a-half feet high, with eight arms, and in her 
hands a knife, a shield, a bell, a devil’s head, a drum, a three-pronged 
fork, a goad, and a piece of rope. Very often the goddess is repre¬ 
sented only by a brass or earthenware pot full of water, or sometimes 
by seven pots of difierent sizes piled one on the top of the other. In 
some villages the earthen pot is elaborately decorated. I found 
one filled with water, with a silver two-anna piece (2d.) inside, and 
a bunch of cocoanut leaves and oleander flowers in the mouth, sur¬ 
rounded by a sheaf of mango leaves, all tied together by the tender 
shoots of the plantain tree and then decorated with flowers and a 
small silver umbrella stuck on the top. In other villages an earthen 
pot with a looking-glass placed against it represents the deity, and 
in others again simply a lighted lamp. One very common symbol of 
the village deities is a stick or spear. In the Tamil country it is 
verj’’ common to see one or more iron spears stuck up under a tree to 
represent some village deity, and in the Telugu country Potu-Kazu 
is nearly always represented by a wooden stick roughly carved at the 
top, like an attenuated bed-post. 

There*is no Act of Uniformity and no ecclesiastical calendar regu¬ 
lating the festivals or forms of worship of village deities, and no 
universal custom as to the appointment of pujaris (officiating priests). 
In some villages, where there is a permanent shrine, offerings of rice, 
fruit, and flowers, with incense and camphor, are made every day by 
tlie villagers, who have made vows to the goddess, through the pujari. 
Often offerings are made once or twice a week, on fixed days, consisting 
chiefly of grain, fruit, and flowers, and occasionally of goats, sheep, and 
fowls. In many places there is a fixed annual festival, which some¬ 
times takes place after harvest, when the people are at leisure and 
well off for food. But there is no regular rule as to the time, and 
the custom varies widely in different districts. In most places, 
however, there is no regular annual festival, but a sacrifice is held 
whenever an epidemic or any other calamity occurs wliich may make 
it expedient to propitiate the goddess. In some villages old men 
have complained to me that, whereas formerly festivals were held 
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yearly, now, owing to the decay of religion, they are only held once 
in four or five years. So, again, t^^ere is no ruiiformity as to the 
duration of a festival.. Generally it lasts ajpout a week, but in the 
Tamil country it is sometimes a very elaborate affair, lasting for 
a fortnight, three weeks, or even a whole month; so too in Mysore 
city the Mari festival, which is held in February, lasts for about four 
weeks. But a long festival is an expensive luxury, * which only a 
large town or a well-to-do village is able to afford. Speaking generally, 
thc^ object of the festival is simply to propitiate the goddess and to 
avert epidemics and other calamities from the village, and to ward 
off the attacks^ of evil spirits. 

Let us suppose that an attack of choiera or small-pox has broken 
out in a village of South India. We will take a village in the Telugu 
country, in one of the more backward districts, where life is lived 
under more primitive conditions than in places where large towns 
and railways and tht influence of the Brahmans have tended to 
change old-fashioned ideas and customs. The village deity, in this 
particular village, is called Peddamma, the Great Mother. ^Ihe 
e[)idemio is a sign that she is angry and requires to be propitiated. 
So a collection is made for the expenses of a festival, or a rich man 
offers to pay all expenses, and a propitious day is selected, which in 
tills village may be any day except Simday or Thursday. Then the 
potter of the village is instructed to make a clay image of the Great 
Mother, and the carpenter to make a small wooden cart, while a 
he-buffalo is chosen as the chief victim for the sacrifice. When the 
appointed day arrives, the buffalo is sprinkled all over with yellow 
turmeric, and garlands of margosa leaves are hung round its neck and 
tied to its horns. At about 2 p.m. it is conducted round the village 
in procession to the sound of music and the boating of tom-toms. 
1’he two sections of the Pariahs or outcastes, the Malas and Madigas, 
take the leading part in this sacrifice, and conduct the buffalo from 
house to house. One Madiga goes on ahead, with a tom-tom, to 
announce that ‘ the he-buffalo devoted to the goddess is coming.’ 
The people then come out from their houses, bow down to worship 
tlie buffalo, and pour water over his feet. They then give some 
food to the Malas and Madigas, who form the procession. By about 
8 P.M. tills ceremony is fimshed, and the buffalo is brought to an 
open spot in the village, and tied up near a small canopy of cloths 
supported on bamboo poles, which has been set up for the reception 
of the goddess. All the villagers then assemble at the same place, 
and at about 10 p.m. they go in procession, with music and tom-toms 
and torches, to the house of tlic ])otter, where the clay image is ready 
prepared. On arriving at his house they pour about two-and-a-half 
measures of rice on the ground and put the image on the top of it, 
adorned with a new cloth and jewels. All who are present then worship 
the image, and a ram is killed, by cutting off its head with a large 
. VoL. LX-No. 356 ' N N 
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chopper, and the blood sprinkled on the top of the image, as a kind 
of consecration. The potter tl^n takes up the idol, carries it out of 
the house for a little clistance, and gives il^ to a washerman, who 
carries it to the place where the canopy has been set up to receive it. 
During the procession, the people flourish sticks, swords, and spears 
to keep off the evil spirits, and, for the same purpose, cut limes in half 
and throw them up in the air. The idea is that the greedy demons 
will clutch at the golden limes «and ca^ry them off, and so be diverted 
from any attack on the man who carries the image. When the idol 
has been duly deposited under the canopy, another procession is made 
to the house of the toddv-drawer. He is the man who climbs the 

*' I • 

palm trees and draws off the juict* wliich is made.into toddy. At his 
• house some rice is cooked, and a pot of toddy and a bottle of arrack 
are produced and duly smeared with turmeric and a red paste, 
constantly used in religious worship among the Hindus and called 
‘ kunkuma.’ The cooked rice is put in front of* the jujt of toddy and 
bottle of arrack, a ram is killed in sacrifice, and then the toddy-drawer 
worships the pot and the bottle. The village officials then pay him 
his fee, three-eighths of a measure of rice, three-eighths of a raeasure 
of cholam, and four annas. Then he carries the pot and bottle in 
})roces8ion, and places them under the canopy near the image of Ped- 
damma. Then comes yet another procession. The people go off to 
the house of the chief official, the Reddy, and bring from it some 
cooked rice in a large earthenware pot, some sweet cakes, and a lamb. 
A large quantity of margosa leaves are spread on the ground in front 
of the image, the rice from the Reddy’s house is ])laced upon them in 
a heap, and then a large heap of rice, from one hundred to three 
hundred measures, according to the amount of the subscriptions, is 
poured in a heap a little further away. 

All these elaborate proceedings form only the preparations for 
the great' sacrifice which is now about to begin. First the lamb is 
worshipped and then sacrificed by ha\ing its throat cut and its head 
cut off. A ram is then brought and stood over the first large heap of 
rice, and is there cut in two, through the back, with a hea\y choppei", 
by one of the village washermen. The blood pours out over the 
ri<Jfc and soaks it through. One half of the ram is then taken up and 
carried to a spot a few yards off, where a body of Pariah priests, called 
Asadis, are standing ready to begin their part in the ceremonies. 
The other half of the ram is left lying on the rice. The Asadis then 
begin to sing a lon^ chant in honour of the deity. Meanwhile, the 
cliief sacrifice is made. The he-buffalo is brought forward, and the 
Madigas kill it by cutting its throat (in some villages its head is cut 
off). Some water is first poured over the blood, and then the pool of 
blood and water is covered up carefully with earth, lest any outsider 
from another village should come and steal it. I'he idea is that, if 
any man from another village should take away and carry home even 
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a small part of the blood, that village would get the benefit of the 
sacrifice. The head of the buffalo is* then cut off *and placed before 
the image, with a layer .of fat from its entrails smeared over the fore¬ 
head and face, so as to cover entirely the eyes and nose. The right 
fore-leg is cut off and placed crosswise in th<' mouth, some boiled rice 
is placed upon theiat on the forehead, and on it an earthenware lamp, 
which is kept ahght during the whole of the festival. Why the right 
fore-leg should be cut off and •placed* in the mouth, and what the 
origin of the ceremony is, 1 have never been able to discover, nor 
can I conjecture. When I have asked the villagers, they only 
reply, ‘ Jt is the custom.’ But I have h>und the practice prevailing 
in all parts of South India, among Tamils, Telugus, and Canarese 
alike, and it is evidently a very ancient part of the ritual of 
sacrifice. 

This comjdetcs the presentation of the sacrifice to the goddess, 
who is supposed to delight in the food offered, and especially in the 
blood. A great deal of the food supplied is, as a matter of fact, tajeen 
away by the people and eaten in their homes, but the idea is that the 
goddess takes the essence and leaves the worshippers the material 
substance. This takes till about 3 a.m. next morning, and then 
begins another important part of the ceremonies. Some of the 
rice from the heap, over which the ram was sacrificed and its blood 
poured out, is taken and put in a flat basket, and some of the entrails 
of the buffalo are mixed with it. The intestines of the lamb which 
was first killed are put over the neck of a Mala, and its liver is placed 
in his mouth, while another Mala takes the basket of rice soaked 
in blood and mixed with the entrails of the buffalo. A procession is 
then formed, with these two weird figures in the middle. The man 
with the liver in his mouth is worked up into a state of frantic excite¬ 
ment and is supposed to be inspired by the goddess. He has to be 
held by men on either side of him, or kept fast Vith ropes, to prevent 
his rushing aw’ay ; and all round him are the Malas and other villagers, 
nourishing clubs and swords, and throwing limes into the air, to drive 
away the evil spirits. As the procession moves through the village, the 
people shout out ‘ Food ! Food ! ’ and the man who canies the basket 
sprinkles the rice soaked in blood over the houses to protect them 
from evil spirits. As ho walks along ho shouts out, at intervals, 
that he sees the evil spirits, and falls down in a faint. Then lambs 
arc sacrificed on the spot, limes thrown into the air and cocoanuts 
broken, to drive aws^ the demons and bring th^ man to his senses. 
And so the weird procession moves through the village, amid frantic 
excitement, till, as the day dawns, they return to the canopy, where 
the Great Mother is peacefully reposing. At about 10 a.m. a fresh 
round of ceremonies begins. Some meat is cut from the carcase of the 
buffalo and cooked with some grain, and then given to five little 
pariah boys, ‘ Siddhalu ’ or ‘ The Innocents,’ as they are called. 
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They are all covered over with a large cloth, and eat the food entirely 
concealed from vibw, probably to prevent the evil spirits from seeing 
them, or the evil eye .from striking them.. And then some more 
food is served to the Asadis, who have been, for many hours, during 
the ceremonies of the night, chanting the praises of the goddess. 
Afterwards the villagers bring their offerings. The Brahmans, who 
may not kill animals, bring rice and cocoanuts, and other castes bring 
lambs, goats, sheep, fowls and buffaloes, which are all killed by the 
washermen, by cutting their throats, except the buffaloes, which are 
always killed by the Madigas, the lowest class of the Pariahs. The 
heads are all cut off and presented to the goddess.. This lasts till 
about 3 P.M., when the people go off to the house of the village carpenter, 
who has got ready a small wooden cart. On their alrival, some 
cooked rice is offered to the cart, and a lamb sacrificed before it, and 
a new cloth and eight annas are given to the carpenter as his fee. 
The cart is then dragged by the washermen, to'the sound of horns and 
tora-toms, to the place of sacrifice. The heads and carcases of the 
animals already sacrificed are first removed by the Malas and Madigas, 
except the head of the buffalo first offered, which remains in its place 
till all the ceremonies are finished. The shrine is then removed, and 
at about 7 p.m. another series of ceremonies begins. First a lamb is 
sacrificed before the goddess, and its blood mixed with some cooked 
rice, and at the same time a pig is buried, up to the neck, in a pit 
at the entrance of the village, with its head projecting above the earth. 
The villagers go in procession to the spot, while one of the Madigas 
carries the rice, soaked in the blood of the lamb, in a basket. All 
the cattle of the village are then brought to the place and driven over 
the head of the unhappy pig, who is, of course, trampled to death; 
and as they pass over the pig the blood and rice are sprinkled upon 
them to preserve them from disease. Then, after this follows the 
final ceremony. The? image of the goddess is taken from the canopy 
by the washerman, and a Madiga takes the head of the buffalo with 
its fore-leg in the mouth, the forehead and nostrils all smeared over 
with fat, and the earthen lamp still lighted on the top, and they all 
go in procession to the boundary of the village, first the man carrying 
tfte buffalo’s head, then the washerman with the image, and then the 
small wooden cart. When the procession arrives at the extreme 
limit of the village lands they go on, for about a furlong, into the 
lands of the neighbouring village, and there the Asadis first chant 
the praises of the goddess, then some turmeric i? distributed to all the 
people, and finally the image is divested of all its ornaments, and 
solemnly placed upon the ground and left there. The light on the 
head of the buffalo is extinguished and the head itself carried off by 
the Madiga, who takes it for a feast to his own house. The object of 
transporting the goddess to the lands of the next village is to transfer 
to that village the wrath of the deity, a precaution which does not 
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show much faith in the temper of the goddess, nor much charity 
towards their neighbours ! • 

The sprinkling and .application of the bh)od are in many villages 
an important and striking feature in these sacrifices. Sometimes 
the worshippers dip their fingers into it and apply it to their foreheads 
and breasts; sometimes they dip cloths into it and hang it round 
their necks; sometimes they sprinkle it on the doorposts or the big 
gates at the entrance of the villages. • The most common use is to 
mix it with boiled rice and sprinkle it round the boundaries of the 
village or through the streets, and in a few places the officiating priest 
even drinks the blood. In some villages^ the pariah pujari, after the 
head of the victim has been cut off, sucks the blood from the neck of 
the carcase, and during the night of the sacrifice will suck the blood 
of as many as a hundred sheep. 

The sucking of the blood is a horrid business, but not so horrid 
as an annual ceremony which takes place every February or March 
at Trichinopoly, one of the great centres of trade and education in 
the Tamil country, during the festival of Kulumai-amman, who is 
regarded as the guardian against cholera and cattle plague and epi¬ 
demics generally. A very fat pujari of the Vellala caste, who holds 
this unenviable office by hereditary right, is lifted up above the vast 
crowd on the arms of two men; some two thousand kids are then 
sacrificed, one after the other. The blood of the first eight or ten 
is collected in a large silver vessel, holding about a quart, and handed 
up to the }>ujari, who drinks it all. Then, as the throat of each kid 
is cut, the animal is handed up to him and he sucks, or pretends to 
suck, the blood out of the carcase. The belief of the people is that 
the blood is consumed by the spirit of Kulumai-amman in the pujari ; 
and her image stands on a platform, during the ceremony, about fifteen 
yards away. 

A similar idea is probably expressed by a particularly 1:evoliing 
method of killing sheep, which is not micommon in Tamil villages 
during these festivals. One of the pujaris, who is sometimes painted 
to represent a leopard, flies at the sheep Uke a wild beast, seizes it by 
the throat with his teeth, and kills it by biting through the jugular 
vein. There is another strange ceremony, which is quite common 
in the Tamil country, connected with the propitiation of the boundary 
goddess, where the blood of the victim seems to be regarded as the 
food of malignant spirits. At Irungalur, a village about fourteen 
miles from Trichinopoly, it forms the conclusion of the festival 
to the local goddess Kurumbai. During the first seven days the 
image is duly washed, offerings of rice and fruit arc made, and 
processions are held through the streets of the village. Then, on 
the eighth day, a small earthen pot, called the ‘ karagam,’ is 
prepared at the shrine of the goddess. When it is ready, some 
boiled rice, fruits, cocoanuts and incense are first offered to it. 
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and then the pujari ties on his wrist a cord (‘kapu’) dyed with 
turmeric, to protect him from evil spirits. A lamb is next brought 
and sacrificed in front of him to give him supernatural power, and he 
then takes the pot on his head, marches with it in procession through 
the village to the sound of tom-toms and pipes, and finally deposits 
it under a booth erected in the middle of the village. On the eighth, 
ninth and tenth days the pot is taken in procession morning and even¬ 
ing, and rice and fruits, camplror anddneense, are also offered to it. 

On the tenth day, at about 7 a.m., before the procession starts, 
a lamb is killed in front of the pot. The throat is first cut, and then 
the head cut off and the blood collected in a new earthen pot filled 
with boiled rice. This pot is then put in a frame of ropes and taken 
by a pujari to a stone planted in the ground, about four feet high, 
called ‘ ellaikal ’ (z'.e. boundary stone), some three hundred yards off. 
A crowd of villagers run after him with wild yells, but no tom-toms 
nor pipes are played. When he comes to the boundary stone, lie 
runs round it thrice, and the third time throws the pot over his 
shoulder behind him on to another smaller stone, about two feet 
high and some five or six feet in circumference, which stands at the 
foot of the ellaikal. The earthen pot is dashed to pieces, the riw' 
and blood fall on the two stones and all around them. The pujari 
then runs quickly back to the booth, where the ‘karagam’ stands, 
without looking behind him, followed by the crowd in dead silence. 
The man who carries the pot is supposed to be possessed by Karumbai, 
and is in a frantic state as he runs to the boundary stone and has 
to be held up by some of the crowd, who go with him, to prevent his 
falling to the ground. The pouring out of the rice and blood is 
regarded as a propitiation of an evil spirit residing in the boundary 
stone, called Ellai-Karuppai, and of all the evil and malignant spirit.s 
of the neighbourhood who are his attendants. 

It is fmssible that'the ceremony of burying a pig and driving th(; 
cattle over it is a relic of some form of human sacrifice, as there is a 
remarkable parallel to it in an ancient custom of the Jjambidis, 
described by Mr. E. Thurston in his ‘ Ethnographical Xotes in Southern 
India,’ p. 507. ‘ In former times the Lamb.'idis, before setting out 

o»a journey, used to procure a little child, and bury it in the ground 
up to its shoulders, and then drive their loaded bullocks over the 
unfortunate victim. In proportion to the bullocks thoroughly 
trampling the child to death, so their belief in a successful journey 
increased,’ , 

But as the pig was in Greece sacred to agricultural deities, e.g. 
Aphrodite, Adonis and Demeter, it is more probable that the custom 
indicates that the village deities of India were originally connected 
with agriculture. 

There is a cruel custom prevailing in many parts of the Telugu 
country in connection with the worship of the village deities, which 
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in the interests of humanity might well be suppressed by Government 
without risk of a rebellion. At the •end of the satrifice a small cart 
is brought to the image* with four, five, or nine pointed stakes standing 
upright at the corners and sides. Pigs, lambs, and fowls are then 
impaled alive upon the stakes, and the car is dragged in pro¬ 
cession to the boundary of the village. The unhappy, victims die in 
agonies on the way, and are taken off the stakes when the car reaches 
its destination. In the town o^Ellore'the impalement of animals was 
forbidden some forty years ago, and the people arc quite content to 
tie the animals to the stakes without impaling them. The prohibition 
might safely be extended to the villages ,p,s well. 

In many villages the fire-walking ceremony forms a curious feature 
in the festival of the village deity. At one shrine near Bangalore it takes ‘ 
]:)lace every year. A trench is dug in front of the shrine, about thirty 
feet long, five feet wide, and o’ne-and-a-half feet deep, and washed with 
a solution of cow-dung to purify it. About thirty seers of boiled rice 
arc then brought, on the fifth day of the festival, and offered t<\ the 
goddess before the trench. It is all put into the trench and a large 
quantity of curds are poured over it, and then distributed to the people, 
who eat some on the spot and some at home. A cartload of firewood 
is then spread over the trench, set alight, and left to burn for about 
three hours, till the wood becomes a mass of red-hot embers. When 
all is ready, the people assemble, and the pujari, whose turn it is to 
conduct the worship, first bathes to purify himself, and then, amid 
the deafening din of trumpets, tom-toms and cymbals, and the clapping 
of hands, walks with bare feet slowly and deliberately over the glowing 
embers, the whole length of the trench, towards the shrine of the seven 
goddesses. After him about thirty or forty women walk over the 
red-hot embers with lighted lamps on their heads. Such is the power 
of the goddess, the people told me, that no one is injured. The pujari 
of the shrine declared positively that the peo^e put no oil nor any¬ 
thing else on their feet when they walk over. 

At Mysore city, where the fire-walking ceremony is also per¬ 
formed, I asked three men who had walked over the trench why 
they w’ere not hurt; their reply was that people who were without 
sin were never hurt! I can only say that in this case their faces 
sadly belied their characters. 

Oricfin of the Worshij) of Village Deities .—What the origin of the 
village deities and their worship may have been it is difficult to say. 
The system, as it now exists, combines many, different ideas and 
customs, and probably resulted from the fusion of various forms 
of religion. In the Tamil country there are many features in the 
worship of the village deities which obviously have been adapted 
from Brahmanism, e.g. the elaborate washing of the images and the 
growing aversion to animal sacrifices. So in Mysore there are traces 
of sun worship in the cult of Bisal-Mari, and there are many features 
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in the system everywhere, which seem obviously to be borrowed 
from the worship,' or rather the propitiation, of the spirits of the 
departed. But the system as a whole is redolent of the soil, and 
evidently belongs to a pastoral and agricultural community. The 
village is the centre round which it revolves, and the protec¬ 
tion of the villagers the object for which it exists. At the same 
time it is quite possible that the ultimate origin of the religion may 
be traced further back to a nomadi# stage of society. Very many 
of the rites and ceremonies have now entirely lost their meaning, 
and when the people are asked what a particular ceremony means, 
or what its object is, their, usual reply is simply ‘ It is mamool,’ 
i.e. custom, and there arc many details of the sacrifices which seem 
strangely inconsistent with the general idea and theory of the worship 
which now prevails. The one object of all the worship and sacrifices 
now is to propitiate various spirits, good and evil. And this is done 
by means of gifts which, it is supposed, the spirits like, or by cere¬ 
monies which will please them. Some of the spirits are supposed 
to delight in bloodshed, so animals are killed in their presence, and 
sometimes even the blood is given them to drink, or blood and rice 
are sprinkled over the fields and streets or thrown up in the air for 
them to eat. To the less refined goddesses or to the coarser male 
attendants, arrack, toddy and cheroots are freely offered, because 
it is assumed that these gifts will rejoice their hearts and propitiate 
them. But a great deal of the ritual and many ot the, most striking 
ceremonies are quite inconsistent with this gift theory and tlie 
idea of propitiation, which is now assumed to be the one motive 
and purpose of the festivals. For instance, one of the main features 
of the animal sacrifices is the various applications of the blood of 
the victims; sometimes the blood is applied to the bodies of the 
worshippers themselves, to their foreheads and breasts ; sometimes it 
is sprinkled on the lintels and doorposts of the shrines, sometimes on 
the houses or cattle, sometimes on the boundary stones; sometimes 
it is mixed with rice and scattered over the streets, or sprinkled 
all round the boundaries of the village lands. But what possible 
meaning could these various uses of the blood have according to 
th^ gift theory of sacrifice ? On this theory it would be intelligible 
why it should be drunk, as is sometimes.done, by the pujari, who 
repre^sents the goddess; but of these other uses of the blood the 
gift theory seems to furnish no adequate explanation. Or again, 
what possible mcaqjing could the gift theory suggest for the wide¬ 
spread custom of putting the entraUs round the neck of the pujari 
and the liver in his mouth ? It is not probable that such a custom 
as this originated without there being some reason or idea at the back 
of it, but on the gift theory it seems absolutely meaningless. 

Or again, another leading feature of the worship is the sacrificial 
fea-st^in various forms. Sometimes the feast takes place on the 
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spot, in the compomd of the shrine; more often the carcase is taken 
home by the offerer for a feast in his own house ;* sometimes it is a 
formal and ceremonious act, as in certain.villages of the Telugu 
country, where five little boys are fed with the flesh of the victim 
under cover of a large cloth, to keep off evil spirits or the evil eye. 
Here again the gift theory seems quite inconsistent with the whole 
idea of the sacrificial feast. The explanation often given, that the 
goddess consumes the essence or spirit of the gifts, while the wor¬ 
shippers take the material substance, is probably quite modern, and 
is certainly far too subtle to have occurred to the mind of the primitive 
villager. I suspect that it has really been borrowed from the Roman 
Catholic doctrine of Transubstantiation, as I have chiefly met with 
it in districts where the Roman Catholic Church has been for some • 
time strong and influential; but in any case it can hardly be regarded 
as the original idea which Explains the sacrificial feast. On the 
other hand, all these ceremonies, which, form some of the leading 
features of the whole system, find a natural and ready explanation 
if we assume that the system originated in the desire for communion 
with the deity worshipped, and not in the idea of propitiation, and 
that the victim was originally not a gift to the deity, but represented 
the deity itself. 

On this assumption the various modes of sprinkling and applying 
the blood, which is the life, and the sacrificial feast were all originally 
intended to promote communion with the spirit that was wor¬ 
shipped. In the same way, even such a ceremony as the wearing 
of the entrails round the neck ajid putting the liver in the mouth 
acquires an intelligible meaning and purpose. The liver and entrails 
are naturallv connected with the life of the animal, and t^e motive 
of this repulsive ceremony would seem to be an intense desire to 
obtain ns close communion as possible with the object of worship by 
wearing those parts of its body that are especially connected with 
its life. So, too, this theory explains why the animal sacrificed is so 
often treated as an object of worship. In the case of the buffalo 
sacrifices in the Telugu country, as we have seen, the buffalo is paraded 
through the village, decked with turmeriq and kunkuma, and then, 
as it passes by the houses, people come out and pour water on its feet 
and worship it. But why.should this be done if the animal sacrificed 
is regarded only as a gift to the goddess ? When, however, we realise 
that the animal sacrificed was not originally regarded as a gift, but 
as the representativewof the spirit to be worshippci^ the whole ceremony 
becomes full of meaning. 

It is possible that the connection between the growth of agriculture 
and the origin of village communities may account for the fact that 
the village deities of South India are almost always females. Agri¬ 
culture naturally begins as the occupation of women rather than of 
men. t The business of man in the tribe was to hunt'axrd fight; but 
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the cultivation of the fields, when it first began on a small scale, 
would almost certainly be regarded as part of the household duties 
of the women, and beneath the dignity of their lords and masters. 
Indeed, it is a well-known fact that at the present day among savage 
races agriculture is left to the women. Hence it would be only 
natural that the agricultural deities, connected with the cultivation 
of the soil, and probably at first exclusively worshipped by women, 
should be female rather than male. • 

These theories as to the origin of the village deities and of animal 
sacrifice in South India can, of course, only be regarded as hypo¬ 
theses. But there can be po doubt that the ceremonial observed 
in these sacrifices gives very substantial support to the theory that 
the original idea of sacrifice was not that of a gift to the deity, but 
communion with a supernatural power. And if that is true, then we 
may see, even in these primitive rites,' a foreshadowing of far higher 
forms of religious belief and practice. The mysterious efficacy attri¬ 
buted to the sprinkUng of the blood might almost be regarded as an 
unconscious prophecy of the Christian doctrine of the Atonement, 
while the whole ritual of the sacrifices, even in its crudest and most 
revolting forms, bears witness to that instinctive craving after com¬ 
munion with God which finds its highest expression and satisfaction 
in the sacramental system of the Christian Church. 


IIknry Madras. 
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PAN-ISLAMISM 

Is Pan-lslaniism a «caT(;r;Tow invented for political purposes, or is it 
a real danger to our civilising efforts in Mohammedan Asia, and par- • 
ticularly to England as the Power which rules over the largest 
number of Mohammedan subjects in the world ? This question, 
wliich has been brouglit to the fore by the Denshawi affair, has very 
naturally elicited a keen interest in political circles, and in order to 
fully appreciate its imj)ortancc we must get to the bottom of the 
conception itself and examine what can be understood by it. If 
Pan-Tslamism denotes a religious community, in strong opposition 
against unbelievers, animated by a proselytising zeal and declaring 
war on all those who are intent upon its political destruction, then 
we must look upon it. as an old—nay, very old—association, sanctioned 
by the prophet himself, who has put it as a fundamental principle that 
(ill (rue believers fire brethren, and in support of which he has ordered 
the Ilaj — i.e. holy ]:)ilgriiTiage, an annual meeting of true believers 
in Mecca and Medina, as one of tlie four main commands of Islam, 
Now, as long as the religion of the Arabian prophet was victorious 
in three parts of the world, the idea of Pan-Islamism was very little 
(»r seldom spoken of; nay, the spirit of the brotherhood was so lax that 
the different ])arts of that once mighty commuftity hardly noticed the 
stress and danger wh’ch threatened their co-religionist parties and 
never thought of lending assistance to them. The Omeyads in Spain 
were vanquished at a time when the Ivhalifs of Bagdad were still in 
full power and vigour. Bagdad fell under the strokes of Helagii 
Khan when Islam in Syria, Asia Minor, and Egypt was strong enough, 
and Kazan as well as Astrakhan was conquered by Russia when the 
Ottomans were at the zenith of their power. The defence of mutual 
interests was never thought of. The Sultans of Turkey announced 
in bombastic letter^! their victories over Cliri^tianity to their co¬ 
religionists in Middle and Far Asia; but, excepting Sultan Soliman’s 
desire to conquer India from the Portuguese, no plan for a common 
action against the rising power of the West is traceable. It is true 
the Sultans of Turkey, such as Soliman and Murad IV., tried to further 
their interests by fostering a common feeling of Pan-Islamism in the 
outlying districts of Asia, but their sundry experiments had no effect, 
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owing partly to the deficient political understanding of the respec¬ 
tive leaders, partly also to the unshaken feeling of security those minor 
components of Islam enjoyed at those times.,, In looking somewhat 
deeper into the matter, we shall find that Pan-Islamism came forward in 
proportion as the political independence of the Mohammedan countries 
was threatened or anniliilated by the growing superiority of the West 
and the accelerated communication of modern times. It was only at the 
bcginmng of the last century that the existence of a common danger 
began to be seriously recognised, and that means and measures were 
devised to ward off the danger. I have before me an Arabic pamphlet 
entitled General Advice to the Kings and Peoples of Islam^ by a learned 
theologian of the High School of Mecca, named Ahmad, al Barzinji- 
' al-Husaini, which dates from the fifties of the past century, and in 
which attention is drawn to the steadily increasing power of the 
Christian world, to the crying wrongs and cruelties committed by us 
against Islam, and in w'hich the successful emulation with our scientific 
and economical efforts is declared to be the only secure way of escape 
from total destruction. Somewhat later on similar signs of an awaken¬ 
ing were noticeable in Turkey during the reign of Sultan Abdul Medjid, 
when the younger Turkish generation betook itself to study the bygone 
period of Arabic cultural splendour, emphasising at the same time 
the necessity of arousing a common Moslem feeling along the entire 
length and breadth of Islain. It was the late Aali Pasha w^ho headed 
the movement. Travellers from the distant East were honoured and 
taken care of, and as there existed long time ago in Constantinoj)l(f 
a Bokhara-Tekkesi and a Hind-Tekkesi, a kind of a convent or hospice 
for Mohammedans coming from Central Asia and India, a more 
intense sympathy was felt for these foreign guests and a closer con¬ 
nection with the distant East was tried. It was under the reign of 
Sultan Abdul Hamid, w'hose restless and active mind was always 
fond of fiiachinationrf, that the Pan-Islamic movement found a 
most energetic support. Messengers imder the guise of religious 
preachers and expounders of the Koran were sent to all quarters of 
the globe proclaiming the pious feelings of the Khalifa, and exhorting 
the true believers to persevere in their faith and to unite in a common 
boni in the defence of Islam. These seemingly unofficial missions 
were from time to time answered by delegations sent from Bokhara 
and Afghanistan, as well as by learned Mohammedans from India; 
but it would be idle to attribute to this exchange of mission some 
far-going political irqportance, for the predominant feature was of a 
religious character. 

As time went on, and when the rays of modern culture began to 
have an earlier and easier access to the interior of Asia, and when tho 
European methods and spirit of association began to spread, Wc 
notice in India and in Egypt the awakening of Pan-Islamism. As 
to India, we have to read the late Sir W. W. Hunter’s Ow Indian 
Mussulmans to get an idea of what was going on with regard to 
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Pan-Islamism under the shelter of British toleration and, let me say 
at once, shortsightedness. In Egypt things stood'differently. Since 
the accession of Mehammed Ali to power, and particularly since 
his protracted quarrel with his sovereign power on the Bosporus, 
French influence was gradually increasing on the Nile. The Egyptian 
always liked to hoast and to parade with the pretension of being 
more civilised, more refined, and more Europeanised than the Turk, 
and a breeze recalling the Ijoulevards of Paris blew in fact in 
certain social circles of Cairo and Alexandria. It was owing to the 
temporary Gallicisation of Egypt, which consisted of a very thin layer 
of Western culture, that political extravagances began to take hold of 
the Egyptians, and at the outset tiie craving for independence 
from the rule of the Sultan increased from day to day. Eg 3 ^tians» 
took the lead in modern liberalism amongst Mohammedans, and an 
Egyptian prince—namely, Mustafa Fazil Pasha—gathered around 
him the young discontented Osmanli students in Europe, and laid 
the foundation of the political party called ‘ Young Turkey.’ That 
Egypt herself derived very little or no benefit from this show of 
modern culture need hardly be said. The material condition of the 
country deteriorated from day to day, the poor fellah was trodden 
down, robbed, and plundered; of justice and order there was no 
trace, and the Egyptian army was in such a pitiable condition 
that the contingent sent by the Khedive during the last Russo- 
Turkish war in support of his sovereign, to Varna, was well 
admired for their choice uniform and arms, but from a military point 
of view the auxiliary army was nil and useless. It was related that 
in the bodyguard of the Viceroy each private had a golden watch 
in his pocket, but no military virtues in his breast. Suffice to say that 
the continual squandering and reckless dissipation of the resources 
of the country had brought Egypt to the brink of bankruptcy; the 
revolt of Arabi Pasha was an ill-disguised plan'to get rid of the Euro¬ 
pean creditors; England had to step in to save the threatened invest¬ 
ments of the creditors; and, though the occupation of Egypt closed 
a sad period of Egyptian anarchy, despotism, and misrule, it 
opened the door to European rivalry and diplomatic interference, 
which, although partly discarded by the happy event of the entente 
cordiale, is, nevertheless, still eagerly used in favour of the ambitious 
and grasping policy of a well-known European Power. 

If the twenty-four years of British rule over Egypt had not 
been so rich in all kind of blessings, and if the progress visible in all 
stages of public life had not made such extraordinary and astounding 
strides, enemies and ill-wishers might well have a plea to justify 
this emulation; but since enemies and friends are all unanimous 
in acknowledging that the English occupation has done immense 
good to the country, and has raised the formerly downtrodden fellah 
to a degree of prosperity and freedojn he never dreamt of under the 
■rule of his co-religionist princes, the abovementioned interference cannot 
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be too strongly condemned, and must be styled an act of wanton 
cruelty to mankind, and a sacmlegious attack against the cause of 
civilisation and humanity. Without entering into details about the 
perpetrators of this crime, stress must be laid upon the aflSicting fact 
that, through the jealousy and ill-will of the interfering Power, the 
discontented Egyptians have found, and are steadily finding, great 
encouragement in their revolutionary schemes, and, very far from the 
idea of substituting another foreign ruler for the present one, they 
come out publicly with the motto ‘ Egjpt for the Egyptians,’ doing all 
in their power to blacken the name of the Christian benefactor of the 
country, and to decry England as a ruthless tyrant and oppressor. 
It is certainly wonderful how truth can be so horribly distorted and 
• bright facts so utterly disfigured ; but politics are an ugly game, said 
Goethe; gratitude does not belong to the conspicuous qualities of 
nations, and so we see to-day, if not the whole of Egjqpt, a considerable 
number of the so-called enlightened, but really sefni-civilised, Eg3rptians 
turning against that very Power which has raised them from the dust 
of ignominy, i)overty, and tyranny, and made them rich as they never 
were before. 

It is in face of this unparalleled monstrosity that we must ask 
ourselves, What is the secret s})ring of the whole movement ? Is 
it the aforesaid foreign influence, is it the patriotic desire for political 
independence, or is it the hidden fire of Pan-lslamism which agitates 
the religious minds, trying to reinstate the faith <jf the Arabian prophet 
in its former political independence, and to begin a war against the 
supremacy of the Christian West ? I think, as far as regards Egypt, 
all three agencies are simultaneously at work; but, considering the 
title by which this paper is headed, we have to devote a particular 
attention to Pan-Islamisin, and to examine its possibilities and its 
present and future dairger to our civilising efforts in the Moslem 
world. We have to put before all other questions whether we can 
understand by this word a unanimous and united action of all 
Mohammedans in the three parts of the world, and whether such 
an action can and mil prove disastrous to the advancing power of 
the West. As to the former, it is obviously clear that a religious 
community, stretching over such a vast area and living under such 
widely different climatic, ethnical, and ethical conditions as Islam, 
cannot ^o easily be united into common action, for which a certain 
degree of culture and political maturity is indispensable. In letting 
pass before my eyes the sturdy and plain O^beg the Turkoman, 
together with the sly and cunning Tadjik and Sart of Central Asia ; 
in holdii^ review over the Moulvi of India, the Beduin and the 
W^ahabi of Nejd, the vainglorious Akhond of Persia, the self-con¬ 
ceited Arab of Syria; the honest, much-advanced, and hard-working 
Tartar of South Russia; the plain and brave Osmanli of Anatolia, 
and over many other members of the-Moslem community, I cannot help 
noticing the wide gulf which separates one from the other—a gulf 
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which cannot be so easily bridged by the Kalinva (profession of faith), 
and by other uniting forces of Islam. From a. theoretical point 
of view it is quite admissible to speak of a ^sacred brotherhood and 
of a secret Hcrraandad, as it pleases the fanatids, but in reality it 
would be idle to suppose that the large unwieldy body extending 
from the interior (jf China to the Atlantic, and from Tobolsk to Java 
and to the interior of Africa, can be so carily brought into motion 
and utilised for the purpose of a Paa-Tslamic action. No, that is 
impossible ; for, admitting that we can speak of a Pan-Christian 
movement during the Crusades, Islam has never furnished a similar 
example—^nay,^on the contrary, we have often Avitnessed many intes¬ 
tine wars amongst,the various compoihents of the Mohammedan 
community, which accelerated and led to the political downfall of 
the whole body. Anybody trying, therefore, to rank the Pan-Islamic 
movement amongst the threatening dangers of the day is certainly 
mistaken; for, besides*the quoted arguments, we ought not to forget 
that nearly two-thirds of the Mohammedans are under Christian 
rule, and consequently lacking the free hand necessary for a delibetate 
and successful action. The rumours current about the uncounted 
millions in the Dark Continent, in China, and in Arabia, deserve as 
•much credit as the haphazard numbers of the Mohammedans of 
Turkey, Persia, and Afghanistan, where up to the present no census 
has been taken, and where aU numerical dates rest upon guesswork. 

Nobody will and can pretend that the followers of the religion 
of the Arabian prophet, who occupy to-day the same position which 
Christianity occupied in the twelfth and thirteenth century, are 
particularly well disposed against Christendom, whose spiritual and 
material ascendency they have to feel everywhere. It would be 
self-delusion to assume their acquiescence in the fate they have to 
endure. But, instead of speakiirg of a general rising of Pan-Islamism, 
we have before us at present only local outbursts»o/ those Mohammedan 
countries where the Moslem population exceeds the number of non- 
Moslems, and where a certain progress on the path of Western culture 
has awakened the premature desire for political independence, as 
shown in the case of Egypt. ‘ Young Egypt ’ will of course demur to 
our using the adjective of 'premature, but serious questions caimot be 
handled with obliging delicacy and without offending the amour- 
propre of Mustafa Kamel Pasha, the actual leader of the anti-English 
movement on the Nile, whose personal visit I had several times in 
Budapest. I would beg leave to ask him : whether he is quite sure that, 
on the withdrawing of England from Egypt, the country will continue 
in the flourishing condition of to-<lay ; whether the Egyptian trade, 
which has risen in ten years from 2:5,27],000h to 11,021,000/., will go 
on increasing; whether the fellah will augment the freedom, security, 
and well-being he enjoys under the much hated and despised Christian 
foreigner ? It is true he and many other excited patriots say : ‘ We 
prefer poverty and tyranny under native Mohammedan princes to 
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wealth and liberty under a foreign ruler.’ But I very much doubt 
whether this opinion is shared ];)y his less fanatic countrymen of riper 
consideration. The anti-English papers, such ^s Al Liwa (The Standard) 
and Al Moayad (The Helper), may continue to be sold and read in 
nine to ten thousand copies, but this does, not prove that the English 
evacuation of Egypt will be a blessing to the country. Qui hene 
distinguit bene docet, says a Latin proverb. Modern Egypt has un¬ 
doubtedly made remarkable strides Western culture, as there are 
many Egyptians who excel in sundry branches of modern sciences— 
thanks to the peace and order enjoyed under British rule—but, taken 
as a whole, the general cultural, social, and moral situation of the 
country has not yet attained the degree of education necessary for 
self-government. The false splendour and the tawdry dress or 
outward show are appearing in many features of the life of 
the so-called modern Egypt, and it reminds me much of the rising 
Osmanli generation in the middle of the last century, with whom a 
smattering of French and the adoption of patent leather boots and 
glace gloves denoted the progressive Turk. I am the last to 
wish to blacken the leaders of Mohammedan society, but 
1 beg leave to ask : does there exist a Mohammedan Government 
where the deep-seated evil of tyranny, anarchy, misnxle, and utter 
collapse does not offer the most appalling picture of human caducity ? 
It is a very dubious service these fiery ‘ patriots ’ render to their 
country by throwing obstacles in England’s way; they do more 
harm than good, for a well-informed French writer in Le Tcmpu is 
quite right in saying : ‘ Et I’Angletcrre prendra pour pretexte I’opposi- 
tion maladroite que lui font et que vont continuer a lui faire dos 
“ patriotes ” a courte vuc ’—namely, by changing the protectorate 
into annexation. 

Next to these inconsiderate patriots of Egypt a good portion of 
reproof should fall on her so-called foreign friends, who, moved by envy 
and jealousy, are steadily inciting the Egyptians against their present 
teacher and benefactor, forgetting altogether that by injuring and 
retarding the work of one Western Power the others must also feel tlie 
nefarious consequences. To these dubious well-wishers belonged formerly 
France, Russia, and in fact all rivals of the British in the East, and 
in the foremost rank those adventurers aiyl fortune-seekers for whom 
the ndwly introduced order has barred the way to adventurous con¬ 
cerns. To ingratiate themselves with the Egyptians all kind of 
slander was invented, all possible opprobrium^ was thrown on the 
English. Amongst the latter ones, I am sorry to say, we find even an 
Englishman, who, anxious to foster the pure Egyptian patriotism, 
has composed La Marseillaise Eyyptienne ! CJianson Pairiot'ique Egyp- 
tlenne, and dedicated it to his Highness Abbas I’usha the Second. 
From the first strophe : 

—‘ Un Pnjs (se distint—non bar bare !) 

L)e I’Egyiite ae voudrait b’eniparer ! 
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Si, rusoment, il s’en empare, 

L’Europe il voudrait chicaner I , 

Notre brave Khedive—dignes manieres — 

Devait rt^gnor sans gouverner ! * , 

On le tiendrait en lisieres! 

Pour, ainsi, mieux I’intiinider. 

Vive la Libort<5! 

L’Egypte emancip6e 

(Louanges A Dion 

Quo I’Anglais s’en esquivo ! 

I)c I’Egypte Khedive! 

(Louangcs A Diou !) 

Que I’Anglais s’en esquivc ! 

4 

I’Ue reader may gauge the whole contents of the insipid poetry which 
was published in 1893 in London, and circulated amongst the patriots 
on the Nile. Other similar literary compositions have appeared 
and been approved of in and out of Egypt, and we may well ask, Is 
it to be wondered that an Eastern people, unaccustomed to the firm 
law and order of a stable g' .vernmenfc, should be ready to turn agarinst 
the new state of things created by the English occupation, and that 
the number of discontented and disappointed should steadily increase ? 
Unfortunately for England’s position in Egypt, certain Mohammedan 
circles some time ago began to look upon Germany’s policy in 
the Mohammedan world as openly antagonistic to Great Britain 
and obviously sympathetic to Islam. The Kaiser’s intimate friend¬ 
ship with Sultan Abdul Hamid, his speech in Damascus at the time 
of his visit to Palestine, when he called the Khalifa the lord supreme 
of three hundred millions of Mohammedans—.his appearance and 
behaviour at Tangiers, and many other ostentatious demonstrations 
of friendship to Islam have unavoidably flattered and raised the hopes 
of a certain class in the Moslem world. It is no secret that this 
relation of Germany to the Mohammedans is beginning also tc^ be valued 
in the eyes of the Germans themselves, and only a short time ago we 
read in a German weekly, published in London, in an article from the 
able jjcn of Mr. Carl Peters, the well-known African traveller, tracing 
the actually not very brilliairt {lolitical constellation of the Fatherland, 
the following passage :— 

‘ Emco fmzigoii Faktor o.s, tlt'r fur iins in div Wagschalo mitfallcn 
kdunt(' luid iiii Full oiiios AVt‘Uikri('ges«niit/.bar fur ims gemaelit werdon kariii; 
dfis ist dor Iskiin. Als I’an-lslamisiiius lu'ss or sich gegeu Grossbritaiiniou, 
wio gi'gon die franz()sisclio llopubhk .ausspiolcn und, wonii dio doutsclie 
I'ulitik kubii goinig i.s«, kiiiin os dfis Dynaniil bikkui^wolchos djo Ilorrschuft 
dor Wcstiiiaolito mim Cap Nun bis naoli Kalkutla in die Luft sprengt.’ * 

' ‘ Theio is one factor which nu}.',lit tall on our side of the balance and in the case 
of a World-war might be made u.seful to us; that factor is, Islam. As ran-Islamism it 
could he played against Great IJritain as well as against the French Hepublic ; and if 
German policy is bold enough, it can fashion the dynamite to blow into the air the 
rule of the Western Powers from Capo Nun to Calcutta.’ 

Voi.. LX —No. 3o(j 


O O 



554 


THE NINETEENTH CENTURY 


Oct. 


This is, at all events, a most amiable intention, although I greatly 
doubt whether a high-minded and ingenious prince like William the 
Second will ever associate,himsel£ with such a destructive and barbarous 

a 

scheme; but the fact in itself that such a scheme could be devised and 
expounded is a telling and ominous proof of the exasperation and irri¬ 
tation which the political relations between Germany and the Western 
Powers have reached. And this fact must be highly regretted. I belong 
to those who always advocated an apiicable understanding between 
England and Germany, as shown by a paper published in this Review 
(March, 1903). I go even further, and say that the apparition of 
Germany in Asia Minor mil be most advantageous to. our civilising 
efforts in the East; for the industrious, learned, and painstaking 
' Germans will leave a salutary influence upon the social, economic, 
and cultural development of the motley population of Anatolia. But 
this could aU be done without the application of visionary plans and 
without the adoption of forcible means, which, whilst seriously injuring 
the purposes of our civilising efforts, will be of no good to Germany 
herself. If German politicians imagine that by constantly petting 
the absolutist and ruinous rule of Sultan Abdul Hamid, and by 
striving to represent the Emperor William the Second as the protector 
of Islam, they will attain their end, they are sadly mistaken. Before 
all, I beg to allude to the fact that the policy of Yildiz is not the policy 
of Turkey; for although the mute and dumb public opinion in Turkey, 
where the most cruel censorship has strangled the Press, has not 
shown up to the present its absolute dislike and reluctance to the Ger- 
manophile policy of the court, the free Turkish papers published (tutsidc 
of Turkey are and have been always prone to abuse and to discredit 
the policy of the Sidtan, whom they blame for the very flimsy 
equivalent he has got up to the present for many valuable concessions 
given to Germany in military matters, in mining and shipping concerns, 
in railway^, and in all^kinds of commercial and industrial enterprises. 
And, further, who in the world will be so naive as to beUevc that 
a Christian ruler wiU so easily ingratiate himself with the orthodox 
Mohammedan people ; with a society whose religious life and notions 
are such as ours were in the eleventh and twelfth centuries ? As 
the Kaiser is not averse to be compared with great historical figures, 
wc beg leave to quote the case of General Bonaparte, of whom it 
is well known that, in trying to win the sympathies of the influential 
Arab sheikhs of Cairo, he publicly avowed his admiration and affection 
for the religion of the Prophet. Well, what w^s the result of this 
simulated apostasy ? Bonaparte says in excuse (I quote the learned 
Orientalist, Victor Chauvin, in his treatise “):—• 

‘Jc reuBsiBsais en Egypte pai’ce qiie je me niontrais tuusulamn avec le.s 
sectateurs du prophete—En lea eajolant j’ai (5te prdvenu par eu.'t de trom 
combats contre moi.’ 

La Ldgonde ^:gjptienne de Bonaparte (Mons 1902), p. 40. 
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A native historian, however (Nakoula), has a different opinion, 
and he says:— • 

‘ II (Bonaparte) traitaft les Musulmans avec Tjontd*, leur temoignait une 
grande amiti^, paraissait plein de respect pour la religion mnsulmane, et 
pr^tendait cpi’i! suivait l’4vidente veritd, ainsi qu’eax-mSmes. Mais les 
Egyptiens n’ajoutaient pas foi A ses discours, ils les regardaient oommo uno 
deception ct n’avaicnt pas de tranquillite.’ 

One naay well assume that where the acknowledged Corsican juggler 
did not succeed, success will hardly be attained by the German Emperor. 
It is a great pity that the German Emperor is not duly informed 
of the disaffection and hatred he has created amongst the enlightened 
Turks by the support he gives to Sultan Abdul Hamid, for the 
general opinion prevails in Turkey that it is the Kaiser who instigates 
the Sultan to continue his absolutist rule, and who dissuades him 
from according liberties to hjs people. Not more creditable is the 
Emperor’s interference in Morocco, where he tries to uphold the rule 
of one of the most dissolute, incapable, and despotic princes, jvho 
depends on the activity of robber chiefs like Raisuli and Anflus, 
and whose government is the very prototype of the medimval corsair 
states on the north-west of Africa. How can this policy be united 
with the civilising Christian spirit of the Emperor in whom we are 
accustomed to see not only a soldier, a sailor, a mmician and statesman, 
but also a preacher of sermons and a defender of the faith of Christ ? 
The sii])port and encouragement given to Pan-Islamism is certainly 
not the happy instrument which will secure to Germany a future 
ascendency over France and England in Mohammedan Asia, and it 
reqmrcs a good deal of casuistry to justify the position assumed by 
William the Second at the head of Pan-Islamism against Christianity. 

We repeat therefore, if Pan-Islamism—viz. a united action of all 
Mohammedans in the world—^is under the present circumstances im¬ 
possible, a local outburst of political efforts, under the disguise of 
religious fanaticism, deserves the much more our full attention, and 
the danger of such an attempt threatens in the first place Great Britain’s 
imperial interests, partly in Egypt, partly also in India, where modern 
views about liberty and self-government have sooner found entrance 
than in the rest of the Moslem world, and where, so to speak, the foreign 
conqueror, through his educational system, has himself forged and 
shaqiened the weapon by which he is threatened. This is a dilemma 
which could hardly be avoided, and it is incumbent upon England 
to be prepared for adl emergencies and to look straight in the face of 
coming events. It must be borne in mind that the present unrest 
in certain portions of the Mohammedan world must be eminently 
ascribed to the increased facilities in the field of public instruction, 
to the closer acquaintance with modern sciences and literature, and 
to the remarkable approach of a certain class of Mohammedans to 
our Western views and mode of thinking. The progress with regard 
' o o 3 
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to tliis revival is simply astounding. Modem schools are everywhere 
opened; even the Khan of Khiva has recently founded a college; 
newspapers corao out like mushrooms, journeys to Europe have 
become fashionable, and, as this cultural movement steadily goes 
on, the actual European tutor and civiliser will certainly have to 
reckon with the future accomplishments of his piipil, and will have 
to bear the consequences. This necessity will press upon us whether 
we like it or not. But as this' is an event of an incalculable time to 
come, we have to concentrate all our care and attention upon the 
task and the time actually before us, and, far from being afraid of the 
momentary restlessness of our pupil under instmetion, we have to adopt 
precautionary measures against all juvenile leaps and bounds, and 
beyond all we must not tolerate freaks by which our civilising efiorts 
may be retarded or rendered futile. This caution refers particularly 
to England’s position in Egypt, where, as previously emphasised, 
the ground has long ago been prepared for unripe liberal pretensions, 
and whore a very thin layer of Western culture has produced a self- 
conceitedness and has roused ill-founded aspirations. Of course it is 
very diflQ.cult for England to act against the very spirit of liberty 
and toleration which has been always the pride and ornament of 
British administration all over the world; but in a country where the 
Christian element and the ruling power is faced by such an immense 
majority, exceptional measures are not only permitted—nay, they 
have become an imperious necessity, and temporary restriction of the 
Press, for example, is certainly less injurious to the welfare of England 
and Egypt than the pohtical hallucinations of a certain class of 
journalists who, by envenoming public opinion, do great harm to 
the moral and material interests of their country. 

It is a pity that English statesmen and politicians do not pay 
suflScient^ attention to the emanations of the Mohammedan press, 
which has become of late a most important factor in our political 
relations with Moslem Asia. Most of these papers, edited by men 
conversant with one or several European languages, and provided 
with sufficient historical and geographical knowledge to form a proper 
conception of the leading topics, have a particularly sharp eye on 
daily occurrences which refer to the common cause of Islam, to the 
grievances of any section of the Moslem world, be it even far away 
from them, and it is really astonishing that hardly any act touching 
the schemes and deeds of our government in Asia escapes their atten¬ 
tion. I shall quote tut one example. Whereas The Times has taken 
up, only a few days ago, the discussion of the origin and meaning of 
Bande Mataram, the revolutionary appeal of Bengal, I have found, 
four months ago, Turkish, Tartar, and Arab papers explaining the 
significance and importance of this war cry to their readers, rejoicing 
at the same time at the grave troubles awaiting the British administra¬ 
tion of India in connection with the partition of Bengal. Any open 
attack directed against England, or any fiery appeal in the interest 
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of unity and encouragement to shake ofE the hated yojce of the Christian 
conqueror is quoted and carefully translated in the newspapers of 
the different countries.* There appeared, a Tew months ago, in the 
Arab paper Pz Zahir, a kind of proclamation to Indians and Egyptians 
to rise against England, of which I beg leave to give a concise extract: 

It is almost certain that when a great power endeavours to raise the mental 
condition of the subjugated smaller gpwor, it«u8iially happens that the weaving 
loom, from which the conqueror has fetched his means and resources, will in 
the ultimate end i)roduce also the deathpall of his grandeur. We notice this in 
the relation of Rome with the less civilised nations, we see it in the history of 
I'rtuice, and this*will also undoubtedly be the ^ase of Great Britain in her rela¬ 
tion with the eonquorofl elements. In accordance with our proverb—‘ Collapse 
is the next-door neighbour to greatness’—wo see that England, which for the 
sake of aggrandisement has extended her conquests over the whole world and 
adopted the name of Lord of the Seas, is nevertheless quickly approaching the 
days of her downfall, 'l^he nations living under her oppression and tyranny 
begin to sec the dawn of liberty, and the foremost of the latter ones is the 
people of India. This uuiortunate people has for a hundred and fifty years 
been groaning under the cruel xoke of despotism, and it is only by laying heavy 
fetters on the hands and feet of her xictims that England maintains her over¬ 
powering position. When these miserable slaves stretch out their tongue to 
lick at something, the English at once raise their lieavy hand, preventing them 
from eating and drinking. It is thus that the English suck the blood of 
millions of Indians, and when a few years ago the cholera broke out, ravaging 
the country frightfully, the English, instead of using preventive measures, did 
nothing to stop the evil. India has become a place of pleasure-trips and 
sport lor the Britisher. The Indian chiefs give valuable presents to the visitor, 
who returns richly laden to his country, paiading at the same time the 
honesty, integrity, and incorruptibility of his nation. And then was it not the 
Mnglish Government which appointed Warren Hastings, a most ignorant, 
corrupt, and tyrannical fellow, as ruler over the wdiole of India'? It was only 
after numberless complaints of crying injustices had reached the Central 
Govoriiment that he was dismissed from oflice. Well, such is the manner of 
acting of the famous just, civilised, and moderate English! Himpily their 
policy of infinite treachery and ruse is beginning to* burst, and the time of 
revenge against these insolent, overbi ariug, and haughty oppressors has arrived 
at last. The elongated shadow of the afternoon sun of their power will soon 
disappear! ^Mien His Majesty the King of England, in a speech from the 
throne, said: ‘Wo shall accord liberty and independence to the people of the 
Transvaal in order to facilitate their progress and to secure their attachment to 
the Crown,’ the people of India may well usk ‘ W^hy are similar concessions 
not accorded to India, or are, the Indians Jess capable and less gifted than 
the South Africans ? ’ And, further, if. the English avail themselves of such 
pi etuxts, who is the cause of our having remained behind—we, the quiet and 
obedient people, or the so-called disinterested magnanimous teacher ? It is all 
useless to misrepresent ifacts, for it is patent that there i« no difference between 
India of to-day and between India of the middle ages, and all high-sounding 
statements about our great strides in civilisation is but grandiloquent empty 
talk. Nobody can deny that the Indians were formerly the great owners of 
Central Asia ; their culture was predominant, and some of their towns became the 
centre of learning and knowledge, from which it had spread to the most distant 
parts of the world. Until quite recently nobody knew hardly anything about 
-lapan; but unity coupled with the firm and resolute intention of a handful of 
men has produced extraordinary results and vanquished the once much- 
dreaded power of the North. Afraid of this wonderful success, proud and 
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haughty Albion had to condescend and to seek the friendship and alliance of 
Japan, which occui)ies to-day a foreihost rank amongst the great nations of the 
world, whereas Indiavhavir.g passed one hundred and fifty years under foreign 
rule, is still in need of instruction and education. This is what we know as the 
result of British rule in India. Are we not entitled to ask what will become 
of Egypt under the rule of the same Power; of Egypt, known os the Beauty of 
the East, the trade centre of the world, and the Lord of the Beas; of Egypt, 
whose export has lately risen to a height never attained by India ? We con¬ 
sequently ask: has the time not come yet when, uniting the suppressed wailings 
of India with our own groans and sighs in Egypt, we should say to each other, 
‘ Come, let us be one, following the divine words. Victory belongs to the united 
forces ’ ? Or should we Egyptians, in taking a lesson from the people of the 
Transvaal in their desire for selfigovernment, not give vent to’similar desires? 
Certainly the time has come when we (India and Egyp't) should cut and tear 
asunder the tics of the yoke imposed on us by the English. 

Papers of similar amiable contents, are published under the eyes 
of the British administration of Egypt and the question is well justified; 
Is this the outcome of toleration and liberty, or of negligence and 
carelessness ? I am afraid this is too much of what is called indulgence 
and forbearance, and if a change does not set in very shortly the dire 
results will be felt along the whole line and the consequences will 
be disastrous to the British rule in Moslem Asia. The incident of 
Denshawi must be looked upon at all events as a timely warning 
against an excessive feeling of security. That British officers could 
not find another pastime than the shooting of doves amidst a popula¬ 
tion where these birds are particularly petted, must be highly regretted, 
for we have no right to disregard the manners and habits of a foreign 
country, however silly and childish they may seem to us Tlie mis¬ 
chief was naturally on both sides, but the Government could not stop 
the course of justice, and due punishment had to be meted out to the 
act of murder in cold blood, for indulgence would have been dangerous 
with a constantly incited and revolutionised population. Humanity- 
mongers may be shocked and incensed at the use of gallows and 
kurbash, but they may rest assured that these somewhat mediajval 
appliances are certainly less horrible and shocking than the evil pro¬ 
duced by an out-of-place leniency at a time when sedition is nearly 
ripe, and when a community, being on the best way to secure the 
blessings of a better future, is stubbornly bent upon falling back into 
the daSc night of anarchy, despotism, and "barbarity. 

In conclusion, I must forestall any criticism eventually arising 
out of the apparent incongruity between the views expressed in this 
paper and my posifion as a friend of Islam, it is because I am a 
well-wisher of the Mohammedans and anxiously desirous to see their 
lot ameliorated that I must declare myself against all adventurous 
and ill-devised plans of forcible revolution, such as the confidence in 
Pan-Islamism, which must long remain an empty vision, and, by 
rousing the suspicion of the mighty European Powers, will curtail 
the liberties the Moslems enjoy at present and will uselessly retard 
the work of their progress. A. Vambkby. 
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/^'/^OA/ A DIARY AT DUBLIN CASTLE 
DURII{G THE PHCENIX PARK TRIAL 


Chief Secretary’s Lodge, 

Phoenix Park, Dublin. 

Saturday, January* 27, 1883.—^We have arrived here on a short 
visit to Mr. and Mrs. Trevelyan, and we shall be staying at Dublin 
Castle during the early part of the trial of the men who murdered 
Lord Frederick Cavendish and Mr. Burke in the Phcnnix Park on 
the 6th of May last year. Mr. Trevelyan,^ who now fills the post 
to which Lord Frederick was appointed, has to be guarded even in 
his own grounds. We saw this at once, for although he had kindly 
sent his own carriage to meet us at the station we noticed soldiers 
with rifles who challenged us at the entrance gate, and at the door 
of the house there stood a group of policemen and detectives, who 
looked closely at us. 

Sunday, January 28.—On looking out early this morning I saw 
two soldiers pacing about the lawn. A policeman marched up and 
down the gravel walk before the windows, and two of the mounted 
police-patrol were riding near the sunk fence. We walked about the 
grounds with Mr. and Mrs. Trevelyan, followed by three detectives, 
and policemen seemed to be everywhere. These grounds are parti¬ 
cularly well laid out, with fine trees, and the gardens are good, with- 
plenty of glass. Part only of the expense of keeping them up is 
paid by Government, the rest has to come out of the Chief Secretary’s 
own pocket. Inside the Lodge only the absolutely necessary furni¬ 
ture is provided ; the Chief Secretary has to find his own linen and 
china, cutlery and glass, as well ag everything ornamental, and most 
of what is necessary for comfort. His salary is 4,(XX)Z. a year, with 
400i!. extra for fuel. Mr. Trevelyan’s work is very tr 3 ring, and he has 
not had a single dajTs holiday since he arrived Here three days after 
the Phoenix Park murders. Going over to England for the House of 
Commons is no holiday to him. 

Monday, January 29.—^After luncheon C.‘^ and Mr. Trevelyan 
walked through the Phoenix Park towards Dublin, attended by 

‘ Afterwards Sir George Trevelyan, Bart. 

- Charles Savile Boundell, M.P., hnsbajid of the vrriter of these extracts. — Ed. 
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detectives who kept only a pace behind them. A little later Mrs. 
Trevelyan and I followed them in an open carriage, and I confess 
that I soon wished it ha^ been closed. We were accompanied by an 
Irish car, on which sat two detectives. Mr. Trevelyan is never 
allowed to w^alk in Dublin, for the greatest danger is in the streets. 
We i^assed th(5 scene of the murders—a raised footpath beside the 
broad road, just in front of the Vice-Eegal Lodge. The grass near 
is all destroyed, and even the ground itself is worn away, by the 
feet of the crowds which have visited the spot. The view was lovely; 
the blue mountains of Wicklow seemed to be floating in light, but 
my thoughts turned not only to what had so recently happened on 
. that road, but to what might happen again at any moment now. 
The Park seemed to be studded with mounted police, they were 
riding in pairs along the roads and across the grass in every direction. 
We picked up C. and Mr. Trevelyan, their detectives joining ours on 
the car. I sat backwards beside Mr. Trevelyan; he held his revolver 
in his hand under the carriage-rug, and each of the detectives'on the 
car behind us carried a revolver in a convenient pocket, partially 
concealed by a handkerchief. The streets along the Quays in Dublin 
are squalid in the extreme, and savage-looking men lounged at ever}’- 
corner. They scowled at us as we drove along, and every time we 
passed one of these groups of men I felt Mr. Trevelyan’s arm stifFen 
as he grasped his revolver. He and his attendants were set down at 
Dublin Castle, and we went on with ours to the National Gallery of 
Ireland. Many of the best pictures are now being exhibited in London, 
but had the walls been covered with the masterpieces of the world 
I could not have enjoyed them, trembling with fright as I was. Mrs. 
Trevelyan’s courage is wonderful, she never shows the least alarm. 
When she and Mr. Trevelyan go out in the evening they have a 
mounted «escort, the .soldiers riding close to the windows of their 
carriage. 

We heard on our arrival at Dublin Castle that ‘ His Excellency ’ 
had a Council, and that ‘ Her Excellency ’ was walkiiig in the Pouml, 
so we went to our rooms till tea-time. The Pound is a gloomy and 
damp enclosure at the back of the Castle, now the only place in which 
ladies staying in the house can take exercise out of doors. There are 
not many people staying here, for when Their Excellencies are in 
residence there are very few spare rooms, but people come to dinner. 
To-night we were a party of twenty-four, including the two A.D.C.’s 
in waiting. The Lord Lieutenant has twelve A.'i).(k’s, two being on 
duty at a time for a fortnight. Their uniform is very becoming, 
dark blue cloth faced with Irish poplin of the light blue called St. 
Patrick’s, gold braid woven in a design of shamrocks, and gold buttons 
engraved with the motto of the Order of St. Patrick, Quis Separabit. 
Each Lord Lieutenant of Ireland is the Grand Master of the Order 
during his terra of office; he wears a very fine 8t. Patrick’s star in 
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diamonds, given by William the Fourth, and a beautiful old badge 
of the Order in diamonds is hung from a light blue ribbon round 
his neck. The A.D.C.’I have to arrange thfi order in which people 
go in to dinner, sometimes a difficult task here : when dinner is ready 
they cross the gallery to Lord and Lady Spencer’s private suite of 
rooms, return preceding them, and announce ‘ Their. Excellencies.’ 
Everyone stands and bows or curtsies, His Excellency goes into 
dinner with the lady of highefit rank who is present, and Her Ex¬ 
cellency follows immediately after with the principal gentleman. On 
leaving the dining-room Ijady Spencer goes out first, Lord Spencer 
stands with hfs back to the table, and all the ladies curtsey as they 
file past him. When he comes into the drawing-room Lady Spencer 
rises with the rest, nor do any of the ladies sit down without per¬ 
mission. Whist and round games went on all the evemng, but as 
neither of us care for ijaids we were allowed to read the newspapers 
just arrived from England I went to bed thankful to be safe within 
the Castle walls. • 

Dublin Cattle. 

Tuesday, January 30.—Great precautions are taken here for 
safety. Every servant, even the ladies-maids, must have a pass to 
go in or out, and the basement of the Castle is full of police. But it 
seems natural for soldiers to be about the Castle Yard, and though 
there arc detectives everywhere, their presence is not so obvious as 
in the grcnmds of the Chief Secretary’s Lodge, where they were 
skulking behind trees and concealed in the bushes. Colonel Herbert 
Stewart was the A.D.C. on duty at breakfast, an old friend. The 
Ijord Lieutenant held a Levee to-day, and it was very amusing to 
watch the arrivals. I'he l^ord Mayor of Dublin did appear in a 
State coach, but most of the other conveyances were wretched ; the 
harness invariably dirty, and often mended wi^;h rope or string; the 
servants muffled in every sort of cloak to conceal deficiencies of 
livery, wearing hats that evidently did not belong to them, and all 
without gloves. C. still lias the uniform he wore when he was Lord 
Spencer’s private secretary in 1869, so he wallced in the imposing 
procession of the Lord Lieutenant, wliich we were allowed to watch. 
We could see all the proceedings through an open door, but as nine 
hundred gentlemen, save three, attended the Levee in compliment 
to Lord Spencer, we got no luncheon till half-past three. Mr. Clifford 
T/loyd, one of the resident magistrates, has arrived: he has lately 
devised a scheme for the restoration of order ^d the protection of 
life and property in Ireland. Not long ago he was dining with the 
officers quartered at Loughrea, in Galway. Some of them, knowing 
that Mr. Lloyd’s life was in danger, offered to walk home with him, 
but he dechned. Just as he was leaving the officers, a man passed 

’’ Afterwards General Sir Herbert Stewart. lie was killed at the battle of Abu 
.Kloa in Nubia, January 18S5. 
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the door quickly^ and silently. Mr. Lloyd fancied that he meant 
mischief. He kept the man in mght for a time, but when Mr. Lloyd 
reached his own street he had disappeared. 'The moon was shining 
brightly on the door of Mr. Lloyd’s house, the other side cf the street 
being in deep shadow, and Mr. Lloyd felt convinced that the man 
was hiding in an archway, ready to shoot him on his own doorstep. 
Mr. Lloyd ran noiselessly along in the shadow and saw the man, as 
he had expected, under the archway. 'Mr. Lloyd, who is very powerful, 
sprang upon him, revolver in hand, threatening to fire unless he would 
walk before him to the police-station. When the man was searched, 
a loaded revolver was found upon him, and there could be little 
doubt as to his object in hiding in the archway, but he could only 
l)e punished for canwing arms in a proscribed district. Several 
attempts were made to blow up Mr. Lloyd's rooms, and after a package 
containing dynamite was found just inside the front door his land¬ 
lady requested him to take lodgings elsewhere.'* 

After the Levee we saw Lord Spencer start for a ride. Two 
soldiers vdth their carbines held ‘ at the ready ’ rode immediately 
before him; on his right was the captain of the escort, on his left 
an A.D.C., both of them armed ; his groom followed with five mounted 
soldiers, each provided with a sword and a revolver. Sometimes 
Lord Spencer carries pistols on his own saddle. He purposely rides 
very fast, and the clatter made by his escort is wonderful. One of 
those who is in most danger here, after Lord Spencer himself, is Mr. 
Hamilton,’’’ who fills Mr. Burke’s place as Permanent Under-Secretary. 
He gets no exercise during the week except at billiards, or in runm'ng 
round the Castle Yard, but on Sundays he goes for a long wallc 
in the country, accompanied by detectives. A policeman sleeps in 
the bedroom adjoining his, and he is never left alone during the day. 

Wednesday, Januai^ .31 .—We walked in St. Stephen’s Green this 
morning; it is the aristocratic part of Dublin, but even there we were 
followed by detectives. After luncheon I took a solitary walk in the 
Pound, as the other ladies were resting before the Drawing-room 
which Lord Spencer holds to-night. To get into the Pound 1 had 
to apply to the officer on guard inside the Castle, then a soldier and 
a policeman unlocked first an iron door, and, after that, a spiked 
iron gate. The gate leads to a brjdge over a narrow street, once a 
brook, which is patrolled by soldiers; in the centre of the bridge is 
a very high iron gate secured by padlocks and covered all over with 
long spikes. Withirf the Pound are a few wretched bushes of lilac 
and laurel, planted in an ill-kept border surrounding a plot of dirty 
coarse grass ; a gravel walk skirts the high iron railing which encloses 

Mr. Clifford Lloyd was finally obliged to leave Ireland, although it was his native 
country. In ISSij he went as Governor to Mauritius, afterwards he was British Consul 
Ml Kurdistan. He died at Erzeroum in 1891. 

‘ Afterwards Sir Robert Hamilton, K.C.B., Governor of Tasmania 188G to 1893. 
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the Pound. Stables- are opposite to the Castle, police-barracks at 
the side, and a more dreary exercising ground can hardly exist outside 
a prison. I walked round and round for an* hour, trying to get the 
fresh air which does not seem to be found in Dublin; a policeman 
outside the railing^ regulated his pace by mine inside. When I went 
indoors the contrast was great, for preparations were going on for 
the Drawing-room. We had to dress .twice, as we could not dine in 
our trains : Lady Spencer dined*in lier own room. One or two of the 
party in the Castle, including myself, have never been to an Irish 
Drawing-room, and therefore have to be presented. At half-past 
nine the whole Castle party assembled outside Their Excellencies’ 
rooms, and we walked in procession, the gentlemen following us in ^ 
their uniforms. We followed Their Excellencies between lines of 
people in full dress to the Throne Room, the band pla 3 dng God Save 
the Queen. Lady Spencer was in white velvet and white satin em¬ 
broidered with pearls, her train carried by two little pages in St. 
Patrick’s blue. The Sword of State was borne before Lord Spencer 
by Mr. Trevelyan. After the ladies in the Castle had passed before 
Their Excellencies we stood behind Lady Spencer, and watched the 
very pretty scene. The Lord Lieutenant now has only to kiss the 
ladies who are presented ; formerly he had to kiss every lady who 
attended the Drawing-room. Lady Spencer’s train was spread on 
the throne, so that she did not feel its weight, but we had to stand 
with ours on our arms, and we were ready to sink by the time the 
Drawng-room was over This was not till nearly midnight, as 
1,.‘570 persons were present. Very few gentlemen pas.s in front of 
the throne, they merely cross the end of the room. Then the pro¬ 
cession passed again through the different rooms, and Their Ex¬ 
cellencies retired to a well-earned supper in private. We tried to 
get something to eat in St. Patrick’s Hall, but Jhere was .su^i a crowd 
of hungry people that we had to divide a glass of sherry and a bit of 
cake between three, for we were too much tired to wait till the. general 
company had finished. 

Thursday, February 1, 1883.—Besides all the soldiers and extra 
2 )olice now quartered in Dublin there are three hundred Marines, 
who have been sent into the city by the advice of Mr. jenkinson, the 
head of the Criminal Department.*; The Marines are in plain clothes, 
so they are not easily recognised. Some j)atrol the streets, and when 
Jiord Spencer’s movements arc known beforehand Marines are posted 
in pairs all along liis route. One hundred afld fifty of them are 
quartered in a disused bank, from which an entrance has been made 
into the Castle Yard. During this morning Colonel Caulfeild, the 
Controller of the Vice-Regal Household, took me over the Castle 
kitchens. There are nine men-cooks, thirteen women-cooks, and a 

'* Aaeiiitant Under-Sooretary for Police and Crime in Ireland, 1882-1885, afterwards 
.Sir Edward Jenkinson, K.G.B. 
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])erfect army of assistants, all of whom are engaged and paid by 
Colonel Caulfeild,' who also orders all the Castle dinners. We met 
policemen at every turfi; two of them never leave the back door, 
although it is within the closely guarded Castle Yard. We went into 
St. Patrick’s Hall, which is lofty and finely proportioned, but by day¬ 
light the decoration looks dirty and shabby. When the Duke of 
Abercorn was Viceroy a few years ago, he did some gilding in 
St. Patrick’s Hall at his own expense,*and marked it with his coronet 
and initials so that the Government should not have the credit of it. 
The long dinner tables are arranged in the shape of a St. Patrick’s 
Cross, the Lord Lieutenant’^' place being in the centre, and Lady 
Spencer’s opposite to his. The tables were laid for a hundred and 
ten guests, and only four table-cloths were used; these cloths are of 
course specially made of Irish damask, and each costs 861. Two 
large crimson screens are covered with the magnificent gold plate 
which came into the Spencer family through Sarah Duchess of Marl- 
borcugh, the friend of Queen Anne. Lord Spencer has many beautiful 
pieces of silver plate, as well as a silver dinner-service sufficient for 
even so large a party as that of to-night. Every Lord Tdeutenant 
is allowed 3,0001. for outfit; this time the linen had to be made up. 
The diimer was so well managed that although we did not sit down 
till half-past eight it was only ten o’clock when Lord Spencer rose 
to give the Queen’s health at dessert. In the evening there w'as 
a dance in the Throne Room : when Lord and Lady Spencer are not 
dancing they sit on the throne with a great gilt mace set upright 
on either side, and the Sword of State fixed on brackets across the 
back. 

Mr. Plunket’^ told me of an adventure he had in the autumn of 
last year, 1882. Business had taken him to V'^estport, oir the coast 
of County Mayo, and he was going on to the next station, Castlebai'. 
Between Westport and Castlebar the train has to travel ver}' slowl}', 
as there is a steep incline, up which the line runs through a cutting. 
Mr. Plunket left Westport by an evening train, and he noticed that 
in the compartment behind his there was only one maji, who was asleep. 
He also noticed several men talking together in a corner of the station 
at Westport, one of whom, just as the train began to move, jumped 
into thte carriage immediately in front of hi.s! Mr. Plunket sat smokhig 
and idly watching the reflection of the lighted windows of the train 
on the side of the embankment. Presently he saw a line of light, as 
if the door of the carriage in front of his were ajar, and on looking 
{)ut he perceived a man’s hand on the half-opened door, and a man’s 
face looking towards him. The man, finding that he was observed, 
gently closed the door. Mr, Plunket determined to watch, and soon 
he again saw the line of light. He started forward, and found tliat 

’ Colonel Hon. James Caulfeild, afterwards seventh Viscount Charlemont. 

" Afterwards Lord Itathmore. 
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the man was now outside the carriage and creeping along the foot¬ 
board. At that moment the engine-driver happened to open the door 
of the furnace, and in the flood of light which poured out the man 
saw Mr. Plunket above him. Mr. Plunket said he could never forget 
the man’s look of baffled rage as he crept back to his seat and shut 
the door. When'Mr. Plunket reported the incident at Castlebar he 
was told that the sleeping man was Mr. John Smith, agent to Lord 
Sligo,® and that he had recentl}^ asked *to be relieved from the annoy¬ 
ance of police protection. I have since been told by Lady Sligo that 
Smith was at the same time agent to another Irish landlord, the owner 
of a small property, who could not afford to relinquish any of his rents. 
Shortly after the oeciirrenco related to me by Mr. Plunket, Smith, 
accompanied by his son, went to carry out an eviction on this property. < 
Two men were waiting for him behind a low wall, and they fired as 
his car passed. Smith’s son ‘shot one of the men dead; the other 
ran away, but was caught. When he was taken, the red mud of the 
spot on which he had knelt to fire was .still on his trousers, and^ his 
face was blackened. Yet at the trial the jury acquitted him. Smith 
was greatly shaken by this attempt on his life, and about a year 
afterwards he had a ])aralytic stroke from which he never recovered. 

Friday, February 2, 18815.—^Lord Spencer went out with the harriers 
this morning, driving to the meet in a closed carriage with an escort 
of soldiers. After luncheon Lady Spencer asked me to drive in State 
with her. We drove in a barouche and four, with postillions and 
outriders ; an A.D.C. sat opposite to us with his revolver in his hand 
under the fur rug. l\vo footmen sat in the rumble behind, each 
wearing a powerful whistle hung round his neck by a red cord, and 
with pistols in a holster by his side. Then followed two mounted 
soldiers with drawn swords in their hands and pistols in their holsters. 
In this fashion we drove through some of the principal streets in 
Dublin, and up to the Vice-Regal Lodge. Hefc we walked for some 
time in the grounds, where soldit'rs and police were marching up and 
down all the gravel walks, and sentry boxes were planted in the 
flower beds. Afterwards we drove past Kilmainham, where the 
murderers are now awaiting their trial, and then back along the 
Liffey, which flows like a stream of ink between walls of dirty granite. 
Lady Spenca^ was perfectly composed, and looked as if driving in 
this way was quite pleasant. Several people dined at the Castle, 
and though nothing has been said about the Kilmainham trial, there 
is a sort of impression among us that the mygtery is about to be 
unravelled at last. 

Saturday, February 3, 1883.—C. has spent all to-day at Kilmain¬ 
ham Courthouse with Mr. Spencer,'® hearing the beginning of the 
trial of the men who were concerned in the Phoenix Park mtfrders. 
It will make the story more clear if I relate the doings of these men 
“ The third Marquess oC Sligo. Now Viscount Althorp. 
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now, although the truth came out very slowly and the details were 
not fully known till later. t 

Close investigations .have been going on secretly during the past 
eight months, and twenty-six men were arrested in Dublin by Lord 
Spencer’s warrant on one night in January last. These men, who 
were scattered all over the city, belonged to a secret society numbering 
about forty, who called themselves The Invincihlea, The general 
meetings of this Society were held in ^ tavern in Dame Street, nearly 
opposite to the Lower Castle Yard, but the plans of The Invincibles 
were controlled by a committee of four men, who held their own 
special meetings at another tavern in Dublin, Little’s, in North King 
Street. The object of these special meetings was always the murder 
of some person, and in each case a regular Order of Execution was 
issued by the Committee. 

Mr. Forster, who was Chief Secretary for Ireland from 1880 to 
1882, was the first on the list of victims. lie escaped once because 
an old man, who was to have given the signal to fire at him as he 
drove past a particular spot on the Quays in Dublin, failed fj-om 
sheer fright at the critical moment. On a second occasion Mr. Forster’s 
life was spared because a young lady, his adopted daughter, happened 
to be with him. A third attempt w'as baffled by Mr. Forster’s going 
to Kingstown earlier than usual on his way to England. He dined at 
the Yacht Club at Kingstown before going on board the steamer, 
and The Invincibles waited for him in vain at the railway station in 
Dublin. 

After these disappointments several persons mysteriously dis¬ 
appeared ; two men known to be connected with The Invincibles were 
found drowned in the liift'ey, and the Dublin police became tmeasy. 
They drew up a report which was sent to Mr. Burke, the Permanent 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant, but Mr. Burke thought nothing of 
their suspicions, and Wrote at the end of their report, ‘ Those men 
have not the courage of their opinions.’ Yet at that very time Mr. 
Burke himself had been sentenced by The Invincibles. The Dublin 
police became more and more alarmed from secret intelligence which 
reached them from several quarters, and they urged the arrest of 
nineteen men. But again Mr. Burke refused to sanction any pro¬ 
ceedings. Mr. Burke was an Irishman of great ability, a Catholic, 
devoted to all the interests of his* country, and not les.s devoted to 
the duties of his post. His only fault in the eyes of his murderers 
was that, as an official of the English Government, he had become, as 
they termed it, ‘ a Castle rat.’ On the other hand, although Mr. 
Burke did all in his power to crush the strength of the Land League 
in Ireland, he could not bring himself to believe in crime at his own 
door. 

Eleven of The Invincibles were selected to go to the Phoenix Park 
on the afternoon of Saturday, the 6th of May, 1882, the day on 
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which Lord Spencer for the second time arrived in Dublin as Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland. It was known, to them that Mr. Burke would 
pass through the Park ,on his way home to, the Under-Secretary’s 
Lodge, where he resided with his sister, and lots were cast as to which 
of the eleven men should murder him. The lot fell on Joe Brady and 
Tim Kelly, with Pat Delany and Tom Caffrey as their assistants. 

Money was plentiful among The Invindbles, and they employed 
one of their party, who had been ^ doctor in Ireland, to choose weapons 
for them in London. He pmchased six amputating knives of the 
largest size and six more of a smaller pattern at a shop in the 
Strand ; twelve revolvers were bought in Oxford Street, and two 
Winchester rifles in JJond Street, with an ample supply o£ cartridges. 
The weapons were smuggled over to Ireland by a woman, and she 
had to make several journeys between London and Dublin before 
everything was ready. 

The four men who acted as the Committee of The Invincihles, and 
in whose hands were all the arrangements, were James Carey, Dan 
Curley, Tom Caffrey, and James Mullett.’- Carey was a member* of 
the Town Council of Dubhn, a scheming ambitious man; Curley was 
a working carpenter, Caffrey a general dealer. James Mullett, who 
■acted as chairman, was a thriving publican. The arrangements as 
to the time and place of Mr. Burke’s murder were made by Carey, and 
it was he who hired Kavanagh and Fitz-Harris. Kavanagh, a simple 
good-humouretl young fellow, was one of ibo licensed car-drivers of 
Dublin. Fitz-Harris, nicknamed Skin-the-Goat, was an older man 
than the rest, and drove his own four-wheel cab. As to the actual 
murderers, Brady and Kelly, Brady was a man between twenty and 
thirty, square-built, short-necked, and of exceptional strength : Kelly 
was a youth of nineteen, acting entirely under the influence pf Brady, 
whom he regarded as a hero. Both Brady and Kelly were good 
workmen in regular employment, and both wei^ official collectors of 
the alms in their respective chapels. They were true fanatics, and 
thoroughly believed that the crime they intended to commit, in the 
murder of Mr. Burke, was for the good of Ireland. 

On the afternoon of Saturday, the Gth of May, 1882, Lord Spencer 
reached Dublin from London, accompanied by his brother and Lord 
Frederick Cavendish, and was again sworn in as Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland. It is the custom for the Lord Lieutenant to ride in proces¬ 
sion to Dtiblin Castle for this ceremony, the other officials following 
in carriages. All business is transacted at the Qastle, but it is only 
used as the Lord Lieutenant’s residence during the few weelcs after 
Christmas which are called the Dublin season. After Lord Spencer 
had been sworn in, he rode off to the Vice-Regal Lodge in the Pheenix 
Park, followed only by his groom. Mr. Burke, who had met Lord 
Spencer at the Castle, stayed longer in order to arrange some formal 

" There was another Invincible of this name, Joe Mullett, a humpbacked man. 
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business with Lord Frederick Cavendish, the newly appointed Chief 
Secretary. When they had finished their work they took a car to 
the entrance of the Phoenix Park, intending,to walk on to the Vice- 
Regal liodge, a distance of about a mile. 

Neither Carey himself, nor Brady, who had been chosen to commit 
the murder, knew Mr. Burke by sight; to them he was only a name, 
but it was the name of ‘ a Castle rat.’ Lord Frederick Cavendish, 
who had only landed in Ireland that morning, was not expected by 
them, and was quite unknown to them. One of The Invincibles, 
however, a man named James Smith, knew Mr. Burke, and it was 
therefore arranged that he and Carey should wait, seated on a bench 
near the Gough Monument, till Mr. Burke (whose habit of walking 
home through the Park was well known) should come near. The 
four men, Brady, Kelly, Delaney, and Caffrey, were seated on the 
car, which Kavanagh was slowly driving up and down the broad road. 
O’Brien and three more of The Invincibles Were lying on the grass 
close to the raised footpath, and Fitz-Harris kept near, in case the 
four men inside his cab, who had the revolvers and rifles, should be 
wanted. 

Just after seven o’clock Lord Frederick Cavendish and Mr. Burke 
came together on foot into the Park; Mr. Burke was wearing a grey 
suit, and carr 3 dng his wallcing stick upright against his shoulder, as 
was his general custom. On the path they met two clerks, one of 
whom remarked ‘ Those are Castle swells.’ They were talking to¬ 
gether earnestly, and the clerks caught the words ‘ Forster’s policy.’ 
As they walked on. Smith said to Carey, ‘ ’Tis Bxirke.’ ‘ Which of 
them ? ’ asked Carey. ‘ The man in grey,’ replied Smith. Without 
another word Carey signalled to Kavanagh by a wave of his hand¬ 
kerchief. Kavanagh pulled up, the four men dropped quietly off the 
car, and as they did so Carey said in a low tone to Brady, ‘ Mind the 
man in 0rey.' 

Brady, Kelly, Delaney, and Caffrey walked abreast along the 
broad path towards Mr. Burke and Lord Frederick, who were still in 
close conversation, Brady, who was left-handed, being immediately 
opposite to Mr. Burke. Just as they were about to meet, Brady 
stooped as if to tie his shoe; then suddenly raising himself he gripped 
Mr. !gurke by the waist with his right hand, swung him round, and, 
with the knife which he held in his-left hand, stabbed him in the back. 
Mr. Burke gave one groan (which Carey actually imitated at the trial), 
and died. Several pther wounds were inflicted on him, but this first 
stab, wliich penetrated the heart, was the fatal blow and caused 
instant death. 

Lord Frederick Cavendish had started forward, trying to defend 
Mr. Burke with his umbrella, and Brady, dropping Mr. Burke, turned 
savagely upon him, stabbing him again and again with the greatest 
fury. But, in Lord Frederick’s case also, the first blow, which was 
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struck deep into his left side, was fatal. As Mr. Burke fell from 
Brady’s grasp to the ground, young Kelly bent over him and drew 
his long knife across his throat. 

Without a moment^s delay the four men* Brady, Kelly, Delaney, 
and CafErey, sprang upon Kavanagh’s car. He had turned it roimd, 
so that the horse’^ head was now facing the Chapelizod Gate, Dublin 
being behind. Kavanagh had been flicking his horse'with the whip 
so as to be ready to start, and the car Jivent off at a gallop. He drove 
out of the Park by the Chapelizod Gate, through the village of Chapel¬ 
izod, and along the Inchicore Road. When the men felt sure they 
were not followed, Brady and Kelly got off the car and removed all 
traces of the crime, from their hands and their knives with the wet 
grass in the ditch. There was not a stain upon their clothes. The. 
knives used were never found, and it is probable that they were 
thrown into one of the deep pools which are numerous in the Liffey at 
Chapelizod. Kavanagh drove quietly back to Dublin by a circuitous 
route, being careful to enter the city at Leeson Park, the most distant 
point from that chosen for the start in the afternoon. Kelly got off 
the car at Terenurc, in the outskirts of Dublin, and took a tram to 
liis mother’s house. Kavanagh returned to his home in Townsend 
Street, put his horse in the stable, and then, too much exhausted to 
take off either the harness or his own clothes, he lay down in the 
straw beside the horse and slept. In the meantime Fitz-Harris had 
driven his cab with the other men out of the Phoenix Park by the 
.gate in the North Circular Road. The party refreshed themselves 
at a public-house in Upper Leeson Street, and waited tiU it was evening. 
Then Brady, Delaney, and Caffrey met Carey by appointment in a 
dark corner near the railway station in Westland Row, and gave him 
their report. 

The furious pace at which Kavanagh’s car had been driven had 
attracted the attention of several persons. A« child was nearly run 
over at its mother’s door in the village of Chapelizoil, and a dog which 
rushed out barking was Idlled by the horse’s hoofs. The driver 
of another car, which Kavanagh overtook on the road, said that the 
men were ‘ laughing and talking like mad,’ and he thought they were 
drunk. One of the park-keepers, named Godden, had particularly 
noticed them as they passed, and at the trial he was able to identify 
both Brady and Kelly, who had faced him as they sat on the c<ar. 

At the very moment of the murders Colonel Caulfcild was standing 
at the window in the Vice-Regal Lodge, and noticed a scuffle on the 

0 O o ^ ^ 

road. He asked Mr. Courtenay Boyle to go with him to see what 
was the matter. The two ran together across the lawn, meeting on 
their way a young man who was rushing towards the Vice-Regal 
Lodge, and shrieking ‘ Murder ! Murder ! Mr. Burke’s murdered ! ’ 
He was a clerk in the Inland Revenue Office in Dublin, who knew 

Lord SjJoiicer’s private secretary. 
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Mr. Burke by sight. Colonel Caulfeild and Mr. Boyle jumped down 
the sunk fence at< the bottom of the lawn, crossed the road, and saw 
the bodies of two men lying in the dust. They thought that the one 
was Mr. Burke’s body, and the other that of his murderer. But 
Mr. Boyle, kneeling down on the road, looked at the nearest face, and 
cried out in horror, ‘ Good God ! it’s Lord Frederick.’ 

Just before Mr. Boyle and Colonel Caulfeild had reached the road, 
a young telegraphist named Maguire had passed on his bicycle. One 
glance showed him that a terrible crime had been committed, and, 
without dismounting, he hurried in search of a policeman. To the 
first he met he cried, ‘ Make haste to the Park ! there are two men 
lying in pools of blood near the Monument.’ On that day not a single 
policeman was on duty in the Phoenix Park, the whole force had been 
required in Dublin. The Park itself was deserted, except for a few 
persons walking through, although at a httle distance a cricket match 
and a game at polo had been going on earlier in the afternoon. The 
horses had only just been taken out of the carriage which had brought 
Mr. Spencer, Colonel Caulfeild, and Mr. Boyle to the Vice-Kegal Lodge, 
and Lord Spencer ordered it to come round, so that Mr. Burke, whom 
he imagined to be severely injured, might be brought to the house at 
once. The telegraphist, Maguire, after meeting the policeman, had 
gone for help to Steevens’s Hospital, which is not far from the Pheenix 
Park. Mr. Myles, the house-siirgeon, reached the spot three-quarters 
of an hour after the attack on Mr. Burke and Lord Frederick. Mr. 
Burke was quite dead ; Lord Frederick still breathed, but he died as 
Mr. Myles knelt down beside him. 

Lord Spencer sat up the whole of that Saturday night making 
arrangements in case fresh murders should be attempted, and con¬ 
sulting the few persons at hand whose advice could be of use in such 
a crisis. Mr. Adye Curran (one of the Dublin magistrates), and Mr. 
Mallon, the head of the detective force, suggested that every car- 
driver in the city should be summoned to the Castle, and asked to 
account for his time on the Saturday afternoon. At that period 
there were more than four thousand licensed car-drivers in Dublin, 
and all but one of these answered questions satisfactorily. The one 
who failed to do so was Kavanagh. 

The general outline which I have tried to give of the story of the 
tragedy on the 6th of May will explain the intense interest taken in 
the trial now going on. C. wrote the following account of the pro¬ 
ceedings on this day, Saturday, the 3rd of Febrijiary : 

‘ When we went over to Ireland on the 26th of January no clue to the 
murders had apparently been found. It was therefore with thrilling 
interest that I heard yesterday, the 2nd of February, fromMr. Jenkinson 
(the head of the detective police), an outline of the discoveries. I 
was also told that night that Kavanagh, the driver of the car con¬ 
veying the murderers, had turned Queen’s evidence. The prisoners 
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were to be brought before the magistrates at Kihnainham Court¬ 
house to-day; the Courthouse adjoins the prison, and is connected 
with it by an underground passage. The passage jvas lined on either 
side by police when these prisoners were brought into the Court. 

‘ On Saturday morning, the 3rd of February, C. R. Spencer and I 
were accommodated on a bench immediately below th^t upon which 
the magistrates would take their seats. We arrived a good half-hour 
before the proceedings began. Qur bedch, which we alone occupied, 
was intermediate between the magistrates and the area allotted to the 
counsel and solicitors. The counsel for the Crown [J. Murphy, Q.C.] 
.sat to the left joi us; the counsel for the prisoners to the right, and 
beyond the lawyers, •at the far side of the Court, was the dock, with 
a table in front of it, on which (as is usual in Ireland) the witnesses 
were to sit. Presently, before the magistrates appeared, the prisoners 
came rollicking into Court in a‘long line, twenty-one in number, with 
a policeman dividing each prisoner from the next. They took their 
])laces anyhow in the dock, coming in with their billycock hats ^et 
on one side of their heads, and looking more like a set of young men 
who had indulged in a drunken orgy over night than a set of con¬ 
spirators in one of the ghastliest of secret assassinations. They were 
'dressed like respectable artisans, and a few had intellectual counten¬ 
ances, notably Carey, and the two Mulletts. Brady looked like a prize¬ 
fighter, yet his was not a repulsive face. Kelly was a beardless youth, 
who looked up to Brady, just as Brady looked up first to Carey and 
then to the mysterious Number One, who was Tynan, now safe in 
America. One man, O’Brien, had a notable physiognomy ; he was 
a tall spare man, with a sallow face and black hair. 

‘ After a few minutes the counsel for the Crown got up, and directed 
the prisoners to stand as he placed them—^first Brady, then Kelly, then 
(Jarey, according to their share in the crime. This must have been 
a trying moment for the prisoners, for it told Jhem that tfiey were 
found out. Some of them were evidently in fear of an informer 
among themselves, for they counted their numbers over every time 
that they appeared in the dock. Brady, however, never lost his 
self-possession, and he used to signal from his place in a front comer 
of the dock to the newspaper messengers whenever he saw that the 
reporters had fresh “ copy ’• ready. The three magistrates entered 
and took their seats. Then we hcdrd the indictment read for “ the 
wilful murder of Lord Frederick Cavendish and Mr. Thomas Burke,” 
in the formal terms of #uch documents. It thrilled»me to hear it; now 
for the first time the truth was coming to the light after the inscrutable 
mystery of so many months. 

‘ The first witness was Kavanagh, the car-driver, who had turned 
Queen’s evidence. He mentioned the four men driven by him to the 
scene of the murder, and was asked if he could identify them. Turning 
to the dock Kavanagh named them one by one, pointing to each. 

. V 1. 2 
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He named Brady first, whereupon Brady gave a savage cry, like 
that of a wounded wild beast; it bounds still in my ears. The evidence 
of Mrs, Hands, the wife of a Dublin tradesman, followed. She was 
walking with her husband along the raised path in the Phoenix Park, 
on the 6th of May, when they suddenly came upon four men who 
were lying on the grass, so close to the path that “Mrs. Hands lifted 
her dress lest it should brush the face of one of them. Mrs. Hands 

continued ; “ I turned to my husband and said-” “ Never mind 

what you said ! ” cried the Crown counsel, “ you made an observa¬ 
tion to your husband, of which he took notice.” Mr. Jenkinson told 
me that Mrs. Hands’ rcmarlc had referred to O’Brien, and that she 
had said to her husband, “ Look at that man ! 'I shall never forget 
his face.” I also heard that shortly before the trial Mrs. Hands was 
taken into a large room at Kilmainhain in which the prisoners were, 
with a number of other men. Without waiting to be asked if she 
could identify any of them, Mrs. Hands instantly pointed to O’Brien, 
and,cried, “ There he is ! That’s the man I saw.” Mrs. Hands was 
asked if she had seen anyone near the men who were lying on the 
grass. “■ Yes,” she said, “ I saw the Lord lieutenant ride past.” Lord 
Spencer had not noticed the men, but he had passed close to them 
on his way to the Vice-Regal Lodge. 

‘ The only other special incident on this first day of the trial was 
the production by the counsel for the Crown of some of the knives 
which had been purchased with a view to the murders. He wished 
to pass them to the counsel for the prisonc'.rs, wlu) had asked to 
examine them, and requested us to take them. f!. R. Spencer could 
not bring himself to touch them, so I took them. They had blades 
about eight inches long and one inch in width ; the handles were short 
and rough, made of dark horn. When we returned to Dublin Castle 
at the close of this first day’s trial, I stated my opinion that the 
evidence we had already heard was sufficient to hang the chief 
prisoners implicated. 

‘ I was present at Kilmainhain on the two following days of the 
trial, and I observed that Carey took upon himself to alter the order 
in which, by the direction of the Crown counsel, the prisoners were 
standing. To my mind it showed the ascendency of Carey, and the 
schel!iing side of him. His action, no doubt, had for its object the 
throwing of difficulty in the way o‘f identification. 

‘ I never witnessed a scene of greater dramatic interest, or of 
more intense feeling than this trial, and I trust*that I may never see 
the like again. 

‘ Owing to our return to England I missed being a spectator of 
the extraordinary scene, and a hearer of the revelations made by 
Carey, when he, upon the fourth day of the trial, turned informer. 
At the time, people cavilled at the action of the Government in 
allowing Carey to save his neck by turning Queen’s evidence, but it 
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was obviously right to do so in the interests of justice, and in the 
hope of unravelling the proceedings of the secret societies.’ 

Carey himself was more of a coward than any of the younger 
Invincibles who acted imder his orders, yet eVen he had all the 
Irishman’s contempt for an informer. It was only after he had 
heard from the dpck the eAndence of Kavanagh, and after he found 
that Pat Delaney, one of the murderers, was also ready to reveal what 
he knew, that be saw that there was no way of escape for himself 
except in confession. Farrell, ^another Invincible, had already turned 
informer, and at last Carey forced himself to speak. Even then, he 
had to be given brandy in an adjoining room before he could tell his 
story in Court. As, Carey passed the dock on the way to the witness- 
table, Brady, with a yell of fury, attempted to seize him by the throat,^ 
and every one of the prisoners cursed him. However, when Carey 
once began his story he told it clearly enough. His nervousness 
vanished, and he gave, link by link, the chain of evidence which 
sealed the fate of the other men. The Crown had provided an able 
counsel for the prisoners, but his words could carry no weight nfter 
Carey’s evidence. 

Brady was hanged at Kilraainham on the 14th of May, 1883, 
just a year after the Phoenix Park murders. Curley was hanged on 
the 18th. His old father, a peasant from the West of Ireland, 
stood watching near Kilmainhain, and as the black flag was hoisted he 
began a prayer in Irish, in which the kneeling crowd joined. Michael 
Fagan was hanged on the 28th of May; Caiirey on the 2nd of June; 
Tim Kelly on the 9th. None of them made any confession. 

Carey, for his own safety, was kept for a time in Kilmainham 
Prison. Then a passage to the Cape was taken for him under an 
assumed name ; he was sent out of Kilmainham at midnight, aud, 
avoiding Dublin, he was conveyed to Kingstown by three stages, 
in three different cabs. Yet the vessel had hardly reached Port 
Elizabeth when Carey was shoi by an Irishman named O’Donnell, 
who had been watching for him. 

Kavanagh, the car-driver, was sent to Sydney, but the authori¬ 
ties would not allow him to laud. Tic was sent back to England, and 
shortly afterwards he died in a hmatic asylum, having drank himself 
into insanity. He was only twenty-three. 

Sunday, February 4, 1883.—Stu'vice in the chapel of Dublin Castle 
is not much like service in a church. Their Excellencies sit on chairs 
of State in a pew like an opera-box, attended by two A.D.C.’s in 
full uniform; their* guests and the household* occupy pews in the 
gallery behind them. After the service Lady Spencer asked me to 
walk with her in the Pound, and she gave me the following account 
of her arrival in Ireland last May. On Friday, the .'ith. Lord Spencer 
had an audience of the Queen at Windsor, and he returned to Spencer 
House only just in time to start for Ireland. Lady Spencer went 
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with him to Euston, and saw him off, with his brother and Lord 
Frederick Cavendish. She continued: ‘ On Saturday, the 6th, I was 
very busy all day. There were all lands of arrangements to be made, 
fresh servants to be thought of, everything to get ready for my going 
over to Ireland on Wednesday, the 10th. On that Saturday evening 
I felt wretchedly depressed, quite unlike myself. There were several 
parties, but I gave them all up and asked my sister to go to the play 
with me. As we drove up to the Criterion there was rather a crowd. 
Of course they were only looking at the play-bills, but it suddenly 
struck me that there was bad news from Ireland, and that they were 
reading it. I did not hear a word of the play, and 1 was glad to get 
home and go to bed. I had locked my door, and on the Sunday 
morning I was awakened by my maid’s knock, a little worrying knock¬ 
ing that kept going on. I called out to her, “ What is it ? Not bad 
news from Ireland ? ” “ Yes,” she said, “ very bad news. I don’t 
know how to tell you.” I hurried on my dressing-gown, and asked, 
“ Is my lord all right ? ” She said yes, and I felt I could bear anything. 
I tftre open the door, and there stood my maid crying, and holding 
out the Observer, with the housekeeper sobbing behind her. I caught 
the paper from her, and in a moment I had read the news. Before 
I could realise it, my maid said, “ Oh, my lady, you will send for his 
lordship at once, won’t you ? He must come back directly.” That 
roused me. I said, “ My lord won’t come back. Can’t you see that 
it is his duty to stay where he is ? Get my things to dress ; I shall 
start for Dublin to-night.” People were coming all day, and I was 
glad never to be alone ; I felt I must not let myself go. Sir William 
Harcourt told me that Mr. Ross of Bladensborg’" was coming over 
with despatches, travelling by a special train in advance of the Irish 
Mail, and that news should be sent to me from the Home Office. 1 
telegraphed to Spencer that I should start for Dublin at once, but he 
replied that my going now would only add to his anxiety. So I made 
up my mind to wait until the day originally arranged. When 
I arrived at the Vice-Regal Lodge in the early morning I thought 
I had never seen any place look so peaceful. The view of the moun¬ 
tains was lovely, the trees were in all their fresh green, th(i lilacs and 
laburnums just out, everything looking like the beginning of summer. 
It seamed as if all the terrible grief and anxiety around us must be 
only some dreadful dream.’ 

On Sunday morning, the 7th of May, the news of the murders in the 
Phoenix Park becamp generally known in Dubliq, and prayers for the 
repose of Mr. Burke’s soul were asked in all the Catholic churches 
in the city. At St. Kevin’s Chapel the shock to the aged priest was so 
great that he fell dead at the altar. The Dublin newspapers for the 
first time in their history published a Sunday edition, but one fact 
was concealed by them all. This was that, late on the evening of 

The senior A.D.C. in Dublin. 
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Saturday, the 6th of May, a black-edged card had been dropped 
into the letter-boxes of the three leading newspapers. The card was 
written by Dan Curley, and it bore these words: ‘ This deed was 
done by the Irish Invincibles.’ 

On the Monday two placards were posted all over Dublin. One, 
issued by Lord Spencer on behalf of the Government, contained an 
offer of lOjOOOZ. reward for the discovery of the murderers. The 
other, signed by Mr. Parnell an^ several members of the Land League 
in Ireland, denounced the crime in fitting terms. They honestly 
deplored the murders, and the crime had shattered their policy. 

On Thursday, the 11th of May, Lord Frederick Cavendish was 
buried at Edensor^ the village close *to Chatsworth. The whole 
House of Commons, of which C. was then a member, travelled down < 
with the Speaker, to pay a last tribute of respect to one who had 
been beloved by all who knew ‘him. 

Julia Roundell. 
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THE STORY OF THE LABOUR PARTY 


• The creation in the House of Commons of a Labour group, equipped 
with the appropriate symbols and machinery of a pohtical party, 
marks a new and interesting epocli in "the Parliamentary history of 
our country. 

To the superficial observer it seems strange that the greater en¬ 
lightenment of the working classes, the favouring conditions of a 
democratic franchise, and the groviih of great and wealthy trade 
societies have not much earlier resulted in the formation by Labour 
of a distinct Parliamentary organism ; but to^hc more diligent student 
of political and social phenomena many conclusive reasons present 
themselves, not only to explain its belated appearance, but to 
suggest doubts as to its probable continuity, 

A political party can possess little vitahty unless it be representa¬ 
tive of opinion in favour of, or hostile to, some definite pohey. Tf 
it have identical or generally similar aims to those of another associa¬ 
tion of men it is only a section or division of that other association, 
and generally the vitahty of each must be impaired by the existence 
of the other. 

Neither can a party exist otherwise than in name for the attain¬ 
ment of ends which, by common consent, are impracticable. By 
way of illustration, a society may be founded for the exploration of 
the mountain ranges of Africa; to another society founded for thc- 
sarae object may be superadded the further object of exploring the 
mountains in the moon. It is obvious that this second society would 
merelx be a competing body with the first, enjoying no justification 
for its existence except in so far as it might co-operate with or super¬ 
sede the first in seeking the attainment of the common object. 

There is no difficulty in classifying as distinct political parties 
the Conservative, the Liberal, and the Irish. The Conservative still 
generally represent the forces of conservation, the Liberal those of 
innovation, while the Irish party is the exponent of a pohey of great 
constitutional changes repugnant to the Conservative, and, at the 
present time, to a preponderant portion of the Liberal party. Further, 
on many questions affecting religion and economics the Irish party 
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is in. conflict with one or both of the English parties, and consistently 
assumes an attitude either of aloofness from, or pronounced hostility 
to, English policy, be it.domestic or foreign. 

In the absence of definite and distinct aims, the mere assumption 
of the machinery and paraphernalia of party by a group of indivi¬ 
duals wholly fails* to endow that group with the essential attributes 
of a political party. Thus, some time ago, the Liberal members for 
Wales, emulating the example of thfe Irish members, formally re¬ 
solved themselves into a party ostensibly nationalist; but their mimic 
organisation wholly failed to segregate its members from the Liberal 
party, for the^ obvious reason that they had no distinctive policy or 
programme, their nationalist aims were*trivial and unreal, and their 
aspirations for the disestablishment of the Welsh Church were only* 
part of a larger policy in the pursuit of which they worked in unison 
with the general forces of Liberalism. 

Intermittently and’spasmodically it is true that a group of members 
may enjoy the essential attributes of a party. Some question may, 
and occasionally does, arise when a group of members, be it Welsh, 
or Radical, or Socialist, may separate itself from the political party 
with which it usually acts, and for the occasion be a distinct and 
self-contained entity. But to describe such a combination, existing 
only for some special and transitory purpose, as a pohtical party 
would be a misuse of terms ; it is merely a temporary defection or 
mutiny, embarrassing to the party of which the malcontents are 
members, and occasionally destructive of an administration. 

If the foregoing accurately describes the essential qualities of a 
political party, we may properly inquire whether the group of persons 
which, indued with the necessary administrative equipment of a 
political organism, has described itself as ‘ the Labour party,’ fulfils 
the conditions which may entitle it to bo regarded as a distinct pohtical 
party. • * 

The purely political aims of Labour are almost attained, and the 
Labour leader of to-day no longer seriously concerns himself with 
questions of franchise, the machinery of elections, the constitution 
of the legislature, or even payment of members. He is satisfied that 
the workman enjoys paramount political power, and with that power 
can make Parliament— i.c., the House of Commons—which is his 
creature, the executor of his will. ' 

The problem of which he seeks solution is economic. It may be 
stated in the form gf a question, as propounded by the late Henry 
Fawcett in one of his lcc;tures on ‘ The Economic Position of the British 
Labourer ’: ‘ How is it that the vast production of wealth does not 
lead to a happier distribution ? How is it that the rich seem to be 
constantly growing richer, while the poverty of the poor is not per¬ 
ceptibly diminished ? ’ 

The dreamer of dreams finds an immediate solution in a system 
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of State socialism, an absolute extinction of individual rights, and, 
in substitution for these, the unlimited power of society to employ 
and direct human energy. The Jacobin of France kindled his in¬ 
cendiary torch at the sacred fires of idealistic philosophy, and com¬ 
passed the ruin of the mediesval noble, only to witness his rule super¬ 
seded by the more oppressive and firmer domination of ‘ the economic 
man.’ But the Labour leader of to-day has profited by the errors of 
liis predecessors ; he may, indeed, fire the imagination of the pro¬ 
letariat by revealing to them visions of a perfected social state, 
))ut, on the whole, his policy is practical, definite, and moderate. 

The title ‘ The Labour Party ’ has been assumed by an organisa¬ 
tion under the leadership of Mr. Keir Hardie, and its creation was 
coincident with the development of a movement for co-operation 
among trade unions in order to further by political or Parliamentary 
action the common interests of Labour; it is a movement to substitute 
the national combination of trade tuiions for the sectional action 
which has hitherto characterised their policy. The movement is not, 
indeed, of recent origin. It was against this sectional and purely 
economic action of trade unions that the Chartists, whose legitimate 
successors the Labour party claims to be, unsuccessfully strove ; for 
until recently a trade union has been little more than the concrete 
expression of those employed in a particular trade to regulate wages, 
working hours, and other details of their industry, and the outcome 
of the effort of the labouring classes to counteract the policy of em¬ 
ployers to reduce wages and increase hours. As Adam Smith ob¬ 
served in The Wealth of Nations : ‘ Masters are always and every¬ 
where in a sort of tacit, but constant and uniform combination not 
to raise the wages above their actual rate.’ 

Despite the resistance of employers, the subjection of the working 
classes, and the protests of the doctrinaire economist, Parliament, 
while yet "trade unionism was in its infancy, recognised that the rigid 
rules of economy applicable to the interchange of commodities could 
not in the relations between labour and capital be absolutely enforced. 
Intermittently, tentatively, and timidly, by a series of restrictive 
measures dating from 1802, Labour became partially emancipated 
from the thraldom imposed by the capitalist and justified by the 

the repeal of the combination laws in 1824 trade unions 
steadily multiplied and prospered. They manifested, however, no 
disposition to respoijd to the appeal of the Chp,rtist8 for combined 
effort in political action ; they displayed rather a tendency to dis¬ 
countenance all political activity, and each union took up a position 
of isolation, neither seeking from, nor affording to, other trade unions 
assistance in their conflicts with employers. 

The Chartists bitterly resented this sectional attitude of trade 
unions, and for long regarded their growth with jealousy and distrust; 


theorist. 

After 
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There have been many partial trade movements in this country, but they 
have one and all lacked that powerful,element which ogives strength to the 
combined few—they have lacked combination from the ignorant presumption, 
firstly, that the attempt wduld tend to excite the wfath dlid strong resistance of 
the masters, and, secondly, that those of different callings had no interest in 
common. 

• 

From the inception of their movement the Chartists took up the 
position that only by political action could the working classes secure 
an improved social status. Free Trade, co-operation, trade combina¬ 
tions, even electoral reform, short of manhood suffrage, were in their 
nature reactionary agencies tending in the direction of monopoly and 
class privilege. , • 

All trade unions are lamentable fallacies whether they embrace 1,000 men* 
or 1,000,000; all co-operative efforts are waste, misdirection of time, means 
and energy under our present governmental system ; even when they flourish 
locally it is only for u time anu to supplant old evils by new ones. 

Such was the language of the Chartist leader in those dajs of 
political apathy and indifference that immediately succeeded the 
collapse of the revolutionary movement of 1848. Not less trenchant 
was his denunciation of Cobdenisin, founded not, indeed, as Mr. 
Chamberlain has suggested, upon any inherent distrust of Free Trade, 
but on the ground that the incidence of taxation and the distribution 
of wealth required readjustment as a condition precedent to freedom 
of exchange. 

During the heat of Free Trade agitation we adhered to the doctrine that the 
capricious adoption of the principle, unaccompanied by prudent and necessary 
concessions and fair adjustment, would firstly pauperise the miinual labourer ; 
secondly, would make bankinpts of the .small shopkeepers, wlio depend for 
profit and existence upon the state of the labour market; thirdly, would reduce 
the farming class to beggary ; fourtlily, would confiscate the property of tfie 
landlords to .1 ew jobbers, moiieymongcrs and iiK^tgagees; fiiihly, would 
convince the Free Trade manufacturers that they bad ‘ caught a Tartar.’ 

The inst.tution of household suffrage in the boroughs under the 
Reform Act of 1868 aroused the political activity of the working 
classes, and in 1869 trade unions to some extent abandoned their 
attitude of laissez faire in political affairs, and were instrumental in 
founding a body called th® ‘ Labour Representation League,’ formed 
for the purpose of promoting the' return of working men to Parba- 
ment. It met with some success, and in 1874 two working men were 
elected—Mr. Burt for Morpeth, and Mr. Macdonald for Stafford. 

The extension of household suffrage to the counties resulted in 
a considerable increase of Labour representatives. The coal-mining 
industry was exceptionally active, and from the coalfields of Northum¬ 
berland, Durham, Yorkshire, and South Wales leading trade unionists 
of conspicuous ability entered Parliament. Until the formation of 
the ‘ Labour Representation Committee ’ in 1900, the Labour members, 
with one or two exceptions, belonged to the Liberal party, and were 
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subject to its discipline. They entered Parliament as Liberals, with 
a special mandate from those who sent them to promote the interests 
of the particular trade to which they belonged, and generally assist 
the cause of Labour. For the most part they were the nominees of 
the trade unions situate in their constituencies, and of which they 
were officials or members. Moreover, they received a stipend for 
their maintenance from their respective unions, which also bore their 
election expenses. Under suc% conditions the position of a Labour 
member is one of no mean distinction, singled out by their fellow 
men, among whom they have lived and laboured, for the high honour 
of a seat in Parliament and maintained by their free offerings. 

In 1893 an organisation "came into existencu destined to play a 
conspicuous part in awakening pohtical activity among the working 
classes, and directing the energies of trade unions towards political 
combination. The Independent Laliour Party was formed at Brad¬ 
ford. Its members were for the most part in sympathy with 
Sociahsm, but its immediate and definite purpose was to form in 
Parliament a Labour party wholly independent of the Liberal or 
Conservative parties, but ready to act with or against cither, as the 
interests of Labour might dictate. 

The Independent Labour party was not the offspring of trade 
unions ; its authors were a few ardent spirits, some under the influence 
of Continental Socialism, all more or less inheritors of the Chartist 
tradition that union with the middle class in political action con¬ 
stitutes an insuperable obstacle to the attainment of the political 
and economic purposes of Labour. The members of this party did 
not shrink from assailing the trade-union members ; they accused 
them of consciously or unconsciously playing into the hands of the 
Liberal party; they drew no distinction between Liberal and Con¬ 
servative, both capitalists, both the enemies of Labour ; they charged 
the tradrf^ unionists with neglecting the interests of the working class 
and devoting themselves solely to the narrow and selfish interests of 
their own respective industries. 

But it was obvious that the Independent Labour party, whether 
by itself or in combination with other Socialistic groups, could do 
little towards the construction of a Labour party in the House of 
Com^ions. Its financial resources were,unequal to the task, and 
without the co-operation of trade unionists it could not hope to 
secure suitable candidates. It set itself with energy to the task of 
capturing the trade, unions, and carried on throughout the country 
an active propagandism. 

For some time its efforts in this direction met with little success. 
Trade-union leaders, for the most part strong individualists, regarded 
with disdain the wild talk of the ‘ scientific Socialist,’ and looked 
askance at the leaders of the movement, many of whom had never 
been associated with manual labour. It is probable, indeed, that the 
efforts of the Independent Labour party to promote political action 
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on the part of trade unions would have been as futile as those of the 
Chartists fifty years earlier, had it ;iot beeg for the alarm created 
among trade unionists by a series of judicial decisions that threatened 
not merely to impair the right of combination ainong workmen, but 
even to imperil the continued existence of their great organisations. 
In the year 1899-the Trade Union Congress passed a resolution in 
favour of the institution of a Labour party in Parlia&ent, and as a 
result of this action the ‘ Labour Representation Committee,’ now 
entitled the ‘ Labour Party,’ was formed. At its inauguration in 
1900 it consisted of representatives of trade unions and trade councils, 
the Independent Labour party, the Social Democratic Federation, 
and the Fabian Society. Later on local Labour representation com¬ 
mittees became entitled to representation on the committee, but the. 
Social Democratic Federation seceded because Socialism did not 
constitute an integral part of its policy. 

The object of the Labour Party,’ as declared in their constitu¬ 
tion, is as follows ; 

• 

To secure by unitcjd action the election to rarliainent of candidates promoted 
in the first instance by an nfliliated society or societies in the constituency, 
who undertake to form or join a distinct p;roup in rarliainent with its own 
"Whips and its own policy on Jjabour questions, to abstain strictly from identifying 
themselves with or promoting the interests of any section of the Liberal or 
Conservative or Unionist or Kationalist parties and not to oppose any other 
candidate recognised by the committee. All such candidates shall pledge 
themsches to accept this (Constitution, to abide by the decisions of the group in 
carrying out the aims of this Constitution, and to appear before their con¬ 
stituencies under the title of Labour Candidates onl 3 % 

The first year after its institution the Labour party represented 
a trade-union membership of about 36,(XX); its present membership 
is little short of 1,(XX),0{X). The great mining organisations still 
stand aloof, and it remains to be seen whether«the energetk efforts of 
the J^abour party to bring them into line will prove successful. 

From the various tiadc unions and other organisations that 
affiliate themselves to the Labour party a fund is raised from which 
their Parliamentary representatives receive a portion of their election 
expenses and an annual stipend for their maintenance. The selec¬ 
tion of candidates appears to be primarily in the hands of the Labour 
organisation in the constituencies for which they seek election, but 
local freedom of choice is strictly limited to candidates who accept 
the constitution of the Labour party and are approved by its execu¬ 
tive committee. ” 

There is now established, in the interests of Labour, a highly organ¬ 
ised, well equipped, and intelligently directed political union possessing 
a Parliamentary representation of twenty-nine members who have bound 
themselves to act in complete independence of other political parties. 

The ‘ fiabour party ’ does not, however, include all the Tiabour 
members. The class of Ijabour members of which Messrs. Burt and 
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Macdonald were the pioneers have been returned to the present 
Parliament in greatly increased pumbers; the majority of them are 
miners, but other industries are well represented. As already 
observed, they are members of the Liberal party, but resolve them¬ 
selves into a distinct and independent party upon all questions that 
immediately afEect the interests of Labour. 

The Labour party and the Liberal-Labour members respectively 
represent distinct points of view upon Labour policy; the former 
insist that the interests of Labour can be effectively promoted only 
by creating a House of Commons mainly constituted of Labour 
members, or, if that be impracticable, by returning Labour members 
numerically strong enough to-coerce the Liberal and Tory parties to 
concede the demands of Labour; they contend that the middle and 
upper classes, to whatever political party they may belong, are the 
natural enemies of Labour, and will grant no reform save at the dictate 
of force or fear. The Liberal-Labour membei% on the other hand 
believe that the policy of permeation and persuasion applied to the 
Libeial party will be more effective in advancing the interests of 
Labour than that of isolation and antagonism, and that the diminution 
of the strength of Liberalism does not involve an increase of power 
to the forces of Labour, but to those of monopoly and reaction. 

Whatever may be the merits of this controversy as to policy 
between the two sections of Labour members, there is no foundation 
for the charge frequently made by members of the Labour party 
that the Liberal-Labour members are better servants of Liberalism 
than of Labour. A retrospect of the past thirty years will demon¬ 
strate the signal services rendered to the industrial classes bv Mr. 
Burt and his colleagues. Nor must it be forgotten in considering 
their services that the House of Commons is profoundly changed from 
what it was in the early days of the struggle by Labour for legislative 
reforms. Before the erctension of the franchise in 1885 the House 
was composed almost exclusively of landowners, great employers 
and professional men of high position; since then, literary men, 
journalists, lawyers, and many others entirely free from the influence 
of capital, constitute a preponderating part of the Liberal and no 
insignificant part of the Conservative party. 

In^the amendment of the laws relating to trade unions and the 
right of combination by workmen, ‘the statutory regulation of coal 
mines, factories and workshops, the protection of women and children 
from onerous conditions of work, the increased inspection of mines, 
factories and railways, the promotion of legislation that led to the 
passing of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, the development of the 
Labour department of the Board of Trade, the institution of the ‘ Labour 
Gazette,’ and the grant of increased sanitary powers to municipalities, 
the trade-union members played a conspicuous part. Without 
the pomp and circumstance of a party organisation this little unit 
of Labour men made up for lack of numbers by a tact and courtesy 
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that conciliated the most pronounced antagonist of Labour, by a 
reasonableness that disarmed opposition, by a moderation of demand 
that inspired confidence and encouraged concession, and by patience 
and perseverance that in result has placed upon t*he Statute-book no 
insignificant number of measures conducing to the moral and material 
advancement of the working classes. 

The remarkable results of the last General Election, when the 
Labour members increased in number'from less than twenty to more 
than fifty, have given rise to a wide impression that Labour is destined 
at no distant date to occupy a commanding, if not predominant, 
position in the House of Commons. It is more than doubtful whether 
this impression be ^ell founded. It is tindoubtedly within the power 
of the great trade unions, even without spontaneous or even sympa-* 
thetic action on the part of the electorate, to secure the return of a 
very considerable number of members for those constituencies where 
Labour is highly organised ; from the mining districts of England it 
would probably need but little efiort on the part of the local trade 
unions to send twice or even three times the number of miners’ repre¬ 
sentatives, and the same observation is true in somewhat less degree 
of the textile industries; but this would be the result of trade-union 
effort only in certain prescribed areas where Labour is highly organised 
and homogeneous, in constituencies where Labour organisation is 
non-existent or divided among various trades the future of Labour 
representation is less assured. The past treatment by constituencies of 
this character of such representative men as Mr. S. Woods, Mr. George 
Howell, Mr. Maddison, and Mr. Steadman, unless we are to credit 
a sudden and permanent change in the attitude of the working classes 
towards Labour representation, is not calculated to encourage expec¬ 
tations that the Labour party is likely to assume large proportions. 

The increased number of Labour representatives in the Parlia¬ 
ment of 1906 is due to two main causes of a purely* transient 
character; the first, but the least effective, was the genuine alarm 
on the part of working men that their right of combination and the 
funds of their unions were endangered by certain judicial decisions, 
and hence trade unions made an energetic effort to return Labour 
men to vindicate the rights of Labour; the second was the general 
unpopularity of the Tory party. It is noteworthy that out of twenty- 
nine members belonging to the Labour party only five were opposed 
by Liberals, while out of twenty-one unsuccessful Labour candidates, 
all belonging to the Labour party, thirteen pollgd a smaller number 
of votes than the Liberal candidates. And in every case, save one, 
where the Conservative got in, the Liberal vote was larger than the 
Labour. It is perhaps no unfair inference to draw from these facts 
that had all the candidates of the Labour party been opposed by^ 
Liberals, a much smaller number would have been successful. 

But apart from speculation upon the results of the last Election, 
is there any reason to anticipate that the Labour party will become a 
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permanent and powerful factor in the House of Commons ? The 
true answer to tjiis question is to be found in the answer to the 
further question whether there is a necessity in the interest of the 
working classes fot the existence of a third party constituted and 
controlled solely in the interests of Labour. It must be observed 
that the expression Labour party is used in contradistinction to 
Labour members; it is not only reasonable, but inevitable, that 
able and distinguished men, be they of the trade-union order like 
Messrs. Burt, Fenwick, and Wilson, dr of the new Labour party, like 
Messrs. Hudson, Walsh, and Shackleton, should be elected by their 
fellow men to serve in Parliament. But is it a necessity for the 
working man that there should be a Labour party in the House of 
Commons ? The answer to this question seems to be that there 
is no scope or adequate occupation for a Labour party in English 
politics. With regard to the ultimate aims of a section of the Labour 
party, that is, the substitution of State collectivism for individualism, 
this clearly is outside the sphere of Parliamentary action. It is 
wiielly impossible in our present social state to propoimd a practical 
scheme for the nationalisation of land and other means of production, 
and it is perfectly certain that the Ijabour party will not attempt to 
do so ; many preliminary problems would have to be solved by legisla¬ 
tion, much progress would have to be made in national morality, 
processes which must extend over many coming generations of men 
before great economic and ethical changes of this character could be 
compassed. 

But if we descend the heights of philosophic idealism and keep 
within the calm area of practical politics we may inquire what in 
the nature of a policy or programme have the Labour party to offer 
which in kind or quality places them in a distinction from one, or 
some may say both, of the great political parties. 

Although during ^Ir. Balfour’s administration the Conservative 
party largely abandoned the social legislation by which Lord Bcacons- 
field successfully conciliated the working classes to the Conservative 
cause, both parties in the State strive to meet the demands of tlie 
electorate. Each party is a competing purveyor to satisfy the appetite 
of the proletariat, and, however naturally indisposed individuals com¬ 
posing either party may be to satisfy some demand that conflicts with 
their interests, they have to ele(5ti .,whether they will remain loyal to 
their party or abandon it, and they generally select the former alter¬ 
native. In truth, social legislation has made remarkable progress since 
the electoral reform of 1868, even without the quickening influence of 
a Labour movement, and no clearer demonstration of this fact, nor of 
the reforming zeal of the great political parties, can be found than in 
the identity of the Labour policy with that of the Liberal, and, in a 
less degree, of the Conservative party. 

The Labour party, recognising their inability to propound a pro¬ 
gramme differing from that of the Liberal party, have wisely refrained 
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from attempting to formulate one. In what may be taken as an autho¬ 
ritative exposition of the policy and position of the* Labour party, an 
essay, written by Mr. Macdonald, M.P., one of its JVhips, he observes ; 

The party has hitherto refused to compile a programme, for the very 
sufficient reason that a party is not created upon a programme, but upon a 
point of view. Not "pledges but standpoints gain tlie confidence of the people. 
But the party has made certain demands which indicate with great accuracy 
what its programme will be when the time comes to formulate it. 

It has backed the Trade Dispute! Bill, which seeks to restore trade unions 
to a footing of legal equality with Capital; it has taken a decisive stand in 
favour of the State recognising its responsibility to the unemployed; it has 
made itself responsible for the practical agitation in favour of the provision of 
meals for needy schcolehildrcn at the public expense. A conference of its 
candidates, held some eighteen months ago, agreed upon proposals regarding • 
Chinese Labour, Taxation and National Expenditure, the Franchise, Education, 
Workmen’s Compensation, and one or two other subjects. Amongst the leaflets 
officially issued by the party are some advocating Old Age Pensions, llailway 
and Land Nationalisation, &c. ; whilst the opposition which the party has 
ottered to Mr. Chamberlain ditt’ered from the ordinary Free Trade position, 
inasmuch as it involved an attack upon the private ownership of mining rents 
and royalties, the unfair incidence of home railway charges, and led the workers 
to consider problems of wealth distribution instead of tarilfs. 

Now, apart from tbe references to railway and land nationalisation, 
and the substitution of State for private ownership of property, projects 
however meritorious at present ex concessu outside the realms of 
practical politics, there is nothing in the above-quoted demands 
‘ which indicates with great accuracy what its programme is to be,’ 
that differentiates the policy of the Labour from that of the Liberal 
party. Old-age pensions, educational reform, adjustment of taxa¬ 
tion, feeding of schoolchildren, workmen’s compensation, support 
of the unemployed, international arbitration—all these are accepted 
items of the Liberal programme, and some of them are already in 
course of legislative treatment. Upon programmS, therefore, ftie Labour 
party is unable to claim any advantage over Liberalism, or, indeed, 
in respect of many of the items, Conservatism. 

But in justice to the Labour party it must be conceded that if 
they fail to disetimiuate between their formulated policy and that of 
the Liberal party, they confidently assert superiority of methods; they 
aver in this same essay that there is on the part of the Liberal party 
a great difference ‘ between promises and performances, programmes 
and Acts of Parliament,’ and that it is adequate justification for their 
existence that they should be the means of quickening the legislative 
activity of the Liberal party. If such be the end and aim of their 
existence, it is a little difficult to understand why it should be a part 
of the policy of the Labour party to oppose Liberals indiscriminately 
with Tories at Parliainentary elections, and thus weaken the instrument 
which they propose to use for the attainment of their political ends. 

Whether or no the Labour party be a reactionary agency, tending 
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rather to impede than to facilitate the advancement of Labour, there is 
little doubt that it will, for this Parliament at least, constitute an 
effective political fofce. .It comprises within its ranks men of singular 
ability and richly endowed with those attributes which carry weight 
in a legislative assembly, and upon the Labour legislation with which 
the House of Commons is immediately concerned it can exercise 
a wholesome influence. There lurks within it, however, the germ 
of disruption. It is constituted upo^ the caucus system, a central 
authority granting credentials to candidates, controlling and dis¬ 
pensing the fund for the maintenance of those elected, dictating the 
conduct of members upon all questions of legislative and administra¬ 
tive policy; aU this must be subversive of the responsibility of members 
to their constituents, and therefore of the influence of constituents 
upon their members. The Labour members outside the Labour 
party enjoy a practical independence even greater than that of the 
ordinary party man—they owe allegiance to none but their constituents; 
but members of the Labour party are by their constitution subject to 
the control of a cabal or caucus that must in every party so constituted 
invariably be the dominant force. However reasonable and judicious 
that control may be, it is irlcsome to the man of independent mind, 
while there is always the probability that control of this land may de¬ 
generate into despotism, the sure forerunner of disruption. Moreover, 
the Labour party have made the dangerous experiment of admitting 
men to their party who do not belong to the working classes. It is a 
bold and generous course, and it may well be that the journalist or man 
of letters is animated by equally high motives in his political services 
as the trade-union official; but the moral force that men like Mr. Burt 
wield in the House ot Commons and the country when they plead 
the cause of Laboxir rests not with them, nor can it be doubted that 
the inclusion of persons of this type in the party may take the control 
of the Labour movement in Parliament out of the hands of the sober, 
thoughtful, and sincere men who have hitherto guided it and relegate 
it to the tender mercies of reckless and self-interested adA^enturers. 

This, indeed, is the era of social reform. Much has already been 
done to ameliorate the condition of the poor, at their homes, their 
places of labour, in all that pertains to their moral, mental, and 
physicah well-being. The wild words of the Socialist, the avarice of 
the capitalist, the monitions of the doctrinaire economist, will not 
sensibly control the action of Parliament nor govern public opinion. 

A broader education of the people, a large- knowledge of the 
conditions of society, loftier conceptions of duty, the labours of the 
philanthropist, the investigations of the statistician—these have been 
the contributory causes to a general movement in favour of social 
reform, a movement representing the general sentiment of the nation, 
of which the constitution of a Labour party is but one of many 
manifestations. 


L. A. Atherley-Jones. 
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Many people acclaimed the famous Taff Vale decision as a notable 
act of justice. But they metely looked at the laconic judgment of 
the Lord Chancellor : • 

If the Legislature has created a thing which can employ servants, which cair 
own property, which can employ servants, which can inflict injury, it must be 
taken, I think, to have impliedly given the power to make it suable in a court of 
law for injuries purposely done by its authority and procurement. 

The real nature of the decision has, however, to be tested by 
reference to the conditions under which trade unions had existed, and 
the particular circumstances under which the legalising Act was 
passed in 1871. When such a reference is made, it will be found 
that the decision involved three great and essential hardships : 

(1) It saddled unions with corporate liabihties, while the fourth 
section of the Trade Union Act, 1871, expressly deprived them of 
the rights and privileges of corporations. 

(2) It placed trade unions in a legal position different from all 
other non-corporate associations. 

(3) It made unions liable for the acts of o'&cers under constitu¬ 
tions which had been loosely framed upon a thirty years’ assumption, 
by lawyers as well as pubhc, that Parhament had intended no such 
liabihty, and that in fact no such liability existed. 

All these hardships could be removed by legislation in one of two 
ways. Either a measure could be passed removing the corporate 
disabilities of the Act of r871 and clothing the unions with all tlie 
rights and privileges and attributes of corporate bodies; or they 
could be put back into the old position they were assumed to occupy 
of being non-suable like other non-corporate bodies. 

A third course was merely to modify the hardships by dealing 
with the law of agency as applicable to unions as recommended by 
the Eoyal Commission appointed by Mr. Balfour’s Government. 

No one could reasonably quarrel with the justice of converting the 
unions into complete corporate bodies. The practical inconveniences 
of doing so woidd, however, probably be very great. There would, 

587 Q Q 2 



688 


THE NINETEENTH CENTUBY 


Oct. 


of course, be the advantage that contracts relating to conditions of 
employment would be enforceable against the union collectively, 
whether it consisted^of employers or workmen.. Actions of tort would 
also be maintainable for the wrongful acts of officers and agents. 
The inconveniences would largely be with matters of internal adminis¬ 
tration. The unions would have the right of enforcing payment of 
subscriptions against their members. This power of compulsion 
would change the whole basiS of upions, which theoretically are 
voluntary associations resting entirely upon personal consent. Mem¬ 
bers would also have the right of enforcing the pajonent of benefits 
from the union. Members differing with the policy of executive or 
district or branch committees, or officers, and qpiestioning whether 
“they were acting strictly according to rule, might often be induced 
to exploit the possibihties of the injunction to restrain them from 
pressing certain lines of action. Employers, having entered into 
agreements with the union as a whole, might find themselves threatened 
with actions for injunctions and damages for breach of contract for 
any simple variation of such agreements in the case of individual mem¬ 
bers of such imions. They would be open to attack in the courts by 
the unions for inducing men to break their contracts of membership 
with the union, and men could be served with injunctions for refus¬ 
ing to strike in accordance with the rules of the union, or returning 
to work during a strike. Thus courts would have thrust upon them 
problems of social and industrial policy in thousands, and possibly 
hundreds of thousands of cases, problems with which, from the nature 
of things, they are not competent to deal. 

I venture to say aU these consequences would be inevitable if 
Lord Lindley’s suggestion that unions should be allowed to register 
as joint-stock companies were adopted. Personally, I am far from 
saying that these inconveniences are fatal to such a proposal, but 
their full effect can scarcely be reahsed by some of those who so 
readily advocate the registration of unions under the Joint Stock 
Companies Acts. 

Equally no real quarrel can, I think, be found with the justice of 
placing the unions in the position of non-suability they were assumed 
to occupy prior to Mr. Justice Farwell’s notable decision. It was 
clearly^he position intended for them by I^rliament in 1871, however 
clumsily that intention was expressed in the Act of that year. Sir 
Godfrey Lushington, Mr. Frederic Harrison, Mr. George Howell, 
and Mr. Robert Applegarth, who had a great deal to do with that Act, 
are all unanimous on the point, and no one who had anything to do 
with the measure has questioned their testimony.' This is Sir Godfrey 
Lushington’8 declaration: 

' For more detailed evidence of the intention of Parliament in 1871, see article 
Should Trade Unions be Incorporated? ’ Nineteenth Century and After, February 
1902. 
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This [T»ff Vale] decision is, of course, law, and it is not for me to question 
its correctness. But I may bo permitted, to say that the* intention thus attri¬ 
buted, by judicial inference, to Parliament was, in my belief, contrary to what 
was the intention in fact. Pew, I think, can 'doubt this who read Lord 
Aberdare’s speech in introducing the measure; and as a matter of history 
the question of the liability of trade union funds was not publicly mooted 
either before or during the proceedings of Parliament, and indeed not afterwards 
for thirty years. At the time it was not dreamt of. If any proposition of the 
sort had been started it would have been strongly opposed.® 

Such a return to the ante/Taff Vale position would also be the 
same for the masters as for the men, for the 900 trade unions of em¬ 
ployers as for the 1,300 unions of workpaen, for the Taff Vale decision 
applies equally to ■fhe unions of both. 

More than this, it would simply put trade unions, in regard to the 
law of torts, in precisely the same position as that now occupied by 
all other non-corporate societies, such as social, athletic, and political 
clubs, political associations, and so forth. The Cobden Club and 
the Tariff Reform League, the Liberal Federation and the Central 
Con8ervati\e Association are not suable as such, though they hbel 
or slander or otherwise tortiously wrong their opponents to any extent. 
The individual or individuals committing the tortious wrong are alone 
amenable to the law. 

With practical unanimity the forces of organised labour declared for 
‘ as you were ’—a return to the legal status enjoyed prior to TafE Vale. 
They introduced a Bill to give effect to this, and carried its second 
reading by a substantial majority last year. The Liberal leaders pledged 
themselves to this form of legislation. One quotation will suflSce. The 
Premier, speaking at Wrexham on the 12th of January, 1906, said : 

All we ask is that they (the trade nnions) should be relieved from the effect 
of recent judicial decisions, and that the workmen’s combinations should be 
placed again in the position relative to the employer% that Parliament intended 
them to be placed in thirty years ago. 

The question I now desire to put is this : Does the Government 
Trade Disputes Bill effectively redeem this pledge ? The present 
fourth clause of that measure was introduced for the professed 
purpose of doing so. On the second reading Sir William Robson 
said, ‘ We [the Government] are determined to restore to trade unions 
the security that the statesmen of 1871 intended them to have.’ 
More than this, I am fully convinced that the leaders of the Government 
are sincerely of opinion that this clause fully and frankly redeems their 
pledge, and secures to the unions that immunity from htigation 
which they enjoyed up to Mr. Justice Farwell’s decision. Whether 
the draftsman of the clause holds the same optimistic view I have 
no means of telling. But in my humble opinion the clause does 
nothing of the sort. I go further, and venture to say that if the 
® The National Bevimo, January 1902. 
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clause "passes in its present form it will be nearly as easy to maintain 
actions for injundtions and the recovery of damages against trade 
umons as it is to-day. pere is the clause as it now stands : 

4. Prohibition of a-ctions of tort against trade unions except in certain 
circumstances. —An action against a trade union (or an; branch thereof) 
whether of workmen or masters, or against any members* or officials thereof 
on behalf of themselves and all other members of the trade union for the 
recovery of damages in respect of aby tortious act alleged to have been com¬ 
mitted by or on behalf of the trade union^ shall not be entertained by any 
court—provided that nothing in this sectW shall affect the liability of the 
trustees of such unions to be sued in the events provided for by the Trades 
Union Act, 1871, section 9. • 

f 

• 

<■ It will be remembered that this clause is not the fourth clause as 
it was originally introduced in the Bill. That clause did not pretend 
to make unions non-suable. It merely sought to limit the law of 
agency as applied to them. It set up what the .Attorney-General aptly 
called a ‘ series of barbed-wire entanglements,’ through which a 
plaintiff would have to wriggle his way to get at the union funds for the 
wrong done him by an official. That clause was not regarded by 
the Liberals or Labour men as being an adequate redemption of the 
Government pledge to give the unions the status quo ante Taff Vale. 
But it is a remarkable fact that the marginal note descriptive of that 
clause has been retained to describe the present clause : ‘ Prohibi¬ 
tion of actions of tort against trade Tinions—except in certain circum¬ 
stances.’ I believe the note to be accurately descriptive of the clause 
as it stands, and this I hope to show in a moment or two. But it 
does not express the Government pledge. Before the, Taff Vale 
case it was understood that unions were not suable. They had 
no distinct entity or legal existence, apart from their individual mem¬ 
bers, of which courts could take cognizance. But this marginal note 
clearly contemplates that they shall be suable, and suable in tort 
‘ in certain circumstances.’ In other words, according to this marginal 
note the Taff Vale judgment is to stand in all its nakedness—‘ unions 
may be sued.’ It decided nothing more than that. That was the 
change it imported into law. It was in truth a veritable revolution. 
But if the fourth clause is correctly described by this marginal note, 
the revolution is to be accepted, and the word of promise that it should 
be reversed, which was made to thfe ear of organised labour, is to be 
broken to their hope by the adroitness or strange oversight of the 
draftsman of the clause. 

The clause consists of two parts. The first part deals with the 
prohibition of actions. The second part consists of a proviso. It will 
be noticed that whatever prohibitions are made in the first part are 
made subject to the proviso in the second part. 

Now, by the first part, the only actions which the courts are not 
to entertain, are actions ‘ for the recovery of damages.’ Actions for 
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injunctions are not proliibited. Neither are actions for declarations 
of indemnity. I will deal with the latter when 4 come to discuss 
the proviso. The fact that actions for injunctions are not prohibited 
is serious and significant. Used to its fullest extent the weapon 
of the injunction may be very much more hurtful to a union than an 
action for damages. It will do much more to cripple the efficacy 
of a strike. The action for damages comes at the &nd of a sisike. 
The injunction is used early in the'fray. In a properly laid case 
upon a carefully drawn series^f affidavits a union may find itself 
prohibited by injunction from^providing the sinews of war to carry 
on a strike perfectly lawful in itself, but in connection with which 
certain unlawful ants may have been committed by individuals, over 
whom they have no control. An injunction under such circumstances 
may cause the collapse of a strike, with the result that the men, angry 
at such a collapse, will leave*the union in large numbers. This has 
been the experience in American strikes over and over again. There 
the injunction in a strike has been developed as a weapon of great 
art and power. And unless it is prohibited against the unions "here, 
it needs no wisdom to predict that its far-reaching possibilities will be 
exploited to the utmost under the pressure of the feelings engendered 
by, and the great interests often involved in, our great industrial 
confficts. 

But even the prohibition of actions for the recovery of damages 
is, I believe, illusory, and largely, if not entirely, nullified by the proviso 
in the second part of the clause. Be it remembered that nothing 
in the first part is to limit or restrict the liability of trustees alluded 
to in the second part. Let me repeat the exact words of the proviso : 

rro\iJf’(l that nothing in this section shall affect the liability of the trustees 
of such unions to be sued in the events provided for by the Trades Union Act. 
1871, section 9. 

• • 

In other words, under whatever circumstances actions may now 
be brought against trustees under section 9 of the Act of 1871, they 
may be brought hereafter if clause 4 passes in its present form. It is 
necessary, therefore, to see what are the events ‘ provided for ’ in that 
section. Here is the section : 

The trustees of any trade union registered under this Act, or any other 
officer of such trade union who niay hr authorised so to do by the rules thereof, 
are hereby empowered to bring or defend, or causo to be brought or defended, 
any action, suit, prosecution or complaint in any court of law and equity 
touching or concerning the pro 2 n'rti/, right or claim fo j'rojnrfij of the trade 
union, and shall and ina^’, in all cases concerning the real or personal property 
of such trade union, sue and be sued, plead and be impleaded, in any court ol 
law or equity, in their proper names, without other description than the title of 
their office; and no such action, suit, prosecution or complaint shall be dis¬ 
continued or shall abate by the death or remo^ al from office of such persons or 
any of them, but the same shall and may be proceeded in by their successor or 
sneoesBors as if such death, resignation or removal hod not taken place, and 
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auoh BUceesBore shall pay or receive the like costs as if the action, suit, or 
prosecution or complpnt had been commenced in their names for the benefit of 
or to be reimbursed from the funds of such trade union, and the summons to be 
issued to each trustee or other officer may be served by leaving the same at the 
registered office of the trade union. 

I have italicised the vital words in this section. It will thus 
be seen that the trustees are empowered ‘ to defend . . . any action 
. . . touching or concerning the property, right or claim to property 
of the trade union.’ Do these words (4over an action in which a claim 
is made for damages for tort ? If tfejy do, then it is perfectly clear 
that the actions which are prohibited against trade unions per se by 
the first part of clause 4 arc maintainable against the trustees by 
reason of the proviso contained in the second part of the clause. 
The very point has been decided in the affirmative by high judicial 
authority—by Sir James Mathew, late-Lord Justice of Appeal. It 
was in the case of Linaker v. Pilcher, in 1901. The action was one of 
libel, against the Trustees of the Amalgamated Society of Railway 
Servants as owners of the Railway Review, in which the libel appeared. 

It was argued on behalf of the j)laintifl8 in the case (which is 
reported in Law Journal Reports, vol. 70, p. 390, and the Times Law 
Reports, vol. 17, p. 250), that they were entitled to attach the funds 
of the union under section 9 of the Act of 1871. 

For the defendants it was contended by Mr. Rufus Isaacs that 
‘ the funds of the society could not be made liable for the tort of the 
trustees. . . . The persons actually committing the tort are solely 
liable for it. The number of the members of the society arc not 
liable, but only those actually responsible for the tort. This is not an 
action touching or concerning the property of the society within 
section 9 of the Trades Union Act, 1871.’ Mr. Justice Mathew, in 
delivering judgment, said, as reported in the Law Journal : 

In my opinion ‘ property ’ in section 9 of the Act of 1871 means property 
generally; and an action to add to the assets of tlie society—for example, an 
action brought for breach of contract entered into on behalf of the society— 
would be an action ‘ touching or concerning the property ... of the trade 
union.’ So an action ivhicJi threatened the assets of the sociclij by a claim for 
damages, as in this case, would he an action that touched and concerned the 
nroperty of the society. 

% . • 

And according to the Times Law Reports he declared expressly: 

‘. . . likewise an action for damages for tort would be an action 
touching the property “ of the society.” ’ 

And he gave judgment against the trustees, with a declaration 
that they were to be indemnified out of the funds of the society. 

In commenting on this case Mr. D. R. Chalmers Hunt, the author 
of The Law Relating to Trade Unions, said : 

It was argued on behalf of the trade union that the section (9) only referred 
to actions by or against trustees in which the title to property was being 
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asserted or defended, bat Matthew, J., held that the aection embraced all actions 
which vn. any way affected the property of the trade union directly or 
indirectly. The importance of the decision in Linaker v. Pilcher is not in any 
way diminished by the eqiwilly recent case of Taff yaJe. , . . 

The same learned gentleman, in a further comment (in the Times, 
April 14, 1906), s^s : 

Sir James Mathew . . . held without the least hesitatioh that sections 8 
and 9 included and authorised an action far damages in tort (in this case a 
libel) brought against a registered tflsde union and its trustees. 

There can, therefore, it seems, be little doubt that with the law 
as interpreted, by Mr. Justice Mathew the proviso to clause 4 takes 
away with one hand what the first part of the clause concedes with 
the other. In a nutshell, the first part says, ‘ You shall not sue the. 
union Tweedledum for the recovery of damages,’ but the second part 
says, ‘ You can, however, sue^the trustees Tweedledee.’ And having 
sued the trustees successfully, you can have an action, if necessary, 
for a declaration of indemnity against the funds of the union, which 
the clause does not in the least prohibit. If the proviso is not intehded 
to have this effect, why is it put in ? Section 9 of the Act of 1871 
would still be good law, and any judicial interpretations of it incon¬ 
sistent with the first part of clause 4 would still be abrogated by that 
clause. 

To give full and unequivocal effect to the Government pledges 
the clause should read as follows : 

An action against a trade union or any branch thereof, whether of workmen 
or inaster.s, or against any meiubcrs thereof, on beJialf of thenisches and all or 
any other inembern of the trade union, in respect of any tortious act alleged to 
have been committed by or on behalf of the trade union, shall not be entertained 
by any court. 

I moved amendments on the Committee stage to make the clause 
so read. They were not accepted. The AttcJmey-GenerUl promised 
to consider them before the report stage. That is where the matter 
stands. 

May I recall a certain passage in the hi.story of Liberalism and 
organised Labour ? In 18G7 the Conservative party enfranchised the 
town workers. The General Election came the following year. 
Many wise political prophets anticipated that the industrial towns 
would ‘go’ Conservative. They did nothing of the kind. They went 
almost solidly Liberal. Why 'i The Liberals promised to legalise 
the Unions and to, bring the criminal law o£ strikes into accord¬ 
ance with the general criminal law of the land. Upon the strength 
of that promise all the leaders of Labour worked like Trojans for the 
Liberal party. The Government attempted to redeem their pledge 
to Labour in 1871. That pledge was redeemed satisfactorily except 
in one important particular. Home Secretary Bruce introduced the 
famous clause 3 in the (■riminal Amendment Bill. The friends of 
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Labour contended that that clause made their position worse. Mr. 
Bruce said it did.nothing of the kind, and obstinately insisted upon 
retaining it in spite of the request of Labour leaders and their friends, 
and in spite of the' advice of some of his colleagues. Within a few 
months the courts confirmed the views of the Labour leaders and 
their friends. The Government declined to pass* a Bill abolishing 
the clause. Labour organised against the Government. They ran 
an Independent Labour candidate against Liberal and Conservative 
at a by-election at Greenwich in 1873; and thereby put the Conserva¬ 
tive in. They gloried in the fact, rn 1874 the unions went further 
and organised an Independent Labour party, running thirteen candi¬ 
dates against the Liberals; and almost ever 3 rwhere, though many of 
, them were keen Radicals, they worked against the Liberals. What 
happened is history. Say Mr. and Mrs. Sidney Webb significantly 
in their History of Trade Unionism : 

It will be a question for tho historian of English politics whether the un¬ 
expected rout of the Liberal party at the election of 1874 was not due more to 
the active hostility of trade unionists than to the sullen abstention of the 
Nonconformists. 

The Conservatives repealed the clause in 1875. Do I need to point 
tho moral ? To-day there is a great Labour party in the House. 
They believe that TafE Vale and the attitude of the late Government 
towards that decision are chiefly responsible for their being there in 
such force. Most of them are Radicals and supremely desire a water¬ 
tight Act preserving the Unions from further destructive litigation. 
A few there be who hate Liberalism and care but little for trade 
unionism. They would rather see the Liberals pass a measure which 
the courts shall show hereafter still leaves unions open to attack. 
It would serve to increase their party at the next election with the 
war-cry ‘ ,The Liberals have betrayed the Unions! ’ I hope the 
Attorney-General appreciates the political significance of the alterna¬ 
tives. 


Clement Edwards. 
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Like a dream our primd’is flown, 

PriHoned in a study : 

Sjiort and folly are youth’s own, 

Tender youth and ruddy. 

• 

The lilting refrain of 'the old Latin Stvdent's Song, Englished by a 
modern poet, ran strangely m his head, chiming with his mood though 
far from expressing hi*, condition. Certainly his own prime was'not 
flown, nor could his life as an undergraduate be called studious im¬ 
prisonment, although his share in the traditional follies of his univer¬ 
sity was considerably smaller than that of some of his friends. And 
the rest went wide of the mark; youth is no longer tender, seldom 
ruddy. He was merely a clean-shaved, well-featured, rather pale 
young man, somewhat resembling the picture of (’ardinal Newman 
when in fttafu pngnllart, but without the least trace of his future 
asceticism. 

Before him on the table lay a heap of severely entitled books, 
written notes, and other evidences of intellectual purpose, just now not 
invitingly. Lie dipped his pen, but gave another glance at the poem. 
Its opening words were powerfully seductive at the present seasonal 
instant: • • 

Cast aside dull books and thought: 

Sweet is folly, sweet is play! 

Take the pleasure spring hath brought 
In life’s opening holiday. 

^leet it is that age should ponder 

O'er grave matters fraught with care : 

Tender yopth is free to wander. 

Free to frolic, light as air. 

There it was again, tender youth; that clearly meant himself, 
while pondering age was obviously the dons, and grave matters fraught 
with care stood for the Law Tripos. He could not resist the charm 
of the pulsing music and its alluring solicitation ; it seemed to possess 
the force of a mystic command, a spiritual exhortation not to wrong 
the season’s sanctities by immuring himself longer in college rooms. 
Looking from the window he beheld the fresh sunlit lawn, delicately 
powdered with a film of white daisies, and crossed by thin morning 
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Rhadows, with the pinnacles of his college chapel far-stretched on its 
surface. He revolved the inevitable moralities: was it right that he 
should abandon his labours for that sunny, sky-covered outer world ? 
A number of small birds, tripping daintily over close-shaven sward in 
pursuit of belated worms, proved the deciding scruple in the scale. 
What if they had remained indoors ? ‘ I too. if I go out, may find my 
worm,’ he said thoughtfully. 

In mere absence of mind he put on his cap and gown, forgetting 
that the early hour did not call foi academicals. Then, closing the 
door, he stepped noiselessly down The old crooked oak staircase, 
wondering a little that the unusual act did not appeal to his sense of 
the ludicrous. He was, hoVever, in a dreamy mood; the result, 
perhaps, of overwork, though more probably of illicit reading in 
subjects other than the prescribed agenda of law. But this could hardly 
account for the remarkable change in his surroundings as he neared 
the bottom of the descent. Dark as it was, Staircase D had not 
hitherto afforded optical illusions, yet it did so now beyond question. 
On emerging from his room he had seen the familiar legend, ‘ J. Boggs,' 
in white letters over the opposite door; the next landing, though loss 
distinctly, had shown him the sported oaks of two second-year men; 
but in the dusky lower flight the miraculous happened. Here he was 
astonished to see a shabby figxixc in knee-breeches and greasy jacket, 
carrying a silver dish of antique pattern into a room on the ground 
floor. The room, as he knew well, was inhabited by his friend Broad- 
hurst, the stroke of his college boat; in its normal state it was adorned 
with pewter prize-mugs, oars, and photographs of music-hall artists ; 
but now, glancing through the door, he perceived an antique apart¬ 
ment, seemingly of the age of Queen Elizabeth. The walls were hung 
with quaintly pictured tapestry, the windows filled with lumps of 
opaque glass set in lead; the floor was rush-strewn, and two small book¬ 
shelves held a numbdr of black-letter volumes, apparently purloined 
from the collection of original imprints of the sixteenth century in the 
college library. On a low black-oak chair lay a pair of richly em¬ 
broidered gloves, with a mtisical instrument of the lute order. The 
table, also of black oak, was laid for a meal, with what appeared to 
be silver dishes, and with knives and spoons but no forks. A hand¬ 
some Vjrest, it seemed of some ancient fanrily, hung over the mantel¬ 
piece. 

Greatly perplexed by this mysterious freak of his friend—whom 
he had supposed as incapable of experiments in antique decoration as of 
black-letter research—he entered the room and took down one of the 
books; it was entitled Questiones Besae Tkeologicae. He had just 
remarked the surprising freshness of the print when a loud and strange 
voice behind him cried out: 

‘ Sirrah ! What dost thou in my maister’s chamber ? ’ 

Turning in some alarm, and nearly dropping the folio in his 
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nervousness, h.e beheld the greasy serving-man he had seen on the stairs 
advancing towards him from the inner room, a large meat-knife in 
his hand and his face wearing a look of ferocious truculence. 

‘ Oh, it’s all right, it^s a mistake, you knoV,’ h*e explained, hastily 
returning the volume. But as he did so the visage of the man-servant 
underwent a sudden change ; he stared for a moment with his mouth 
open, and then bowed almost to the rush-covered flbor, ‘My lord 
will be ’ere anon,’ he said in a humble’and somewhat frightened tone, 

‘ an’ if your honour (or your worship) is to dine with ’im I will presently 
make another place. But ’e ’at* given me no commandment therein.’ 

Escape wqpld doubtless have been a wise exchange for valour; 
but the undergraduate was consumed by two things—^insatiable 
curiosity, and now, though it could not be more than half-past ten,, 
a gnawing sense of hunger, born no doubt of an insufficient breakfast. 
These twin impulses urged him to see the adventure to its close re¬ 
gardless of consequences; but before he could speak another remark¬ 
able figure entered the room. 

This was a young man of about his own age, and, like hinfeelf, 
enveloped in a scholastic gown; under which, however, he could see 
a rich dou})let of silk trunk hose, and delicately coloured stockings 
terminating in pointed shoes with rosettes. He wore, also, a fine 
white ruff and a sword, the latter with some difficulty concealed. His 
complexion "was clear and fresh, his teeth milk-white, his hair light and 
curling, and his eyes of an agreeable blue ; a downy moustache and 
beard completing the picture of a charming youth, albeit oddly attired 
and plainly of another age. His expression was gentle and somewhat 
dreamy, yet tending to mirth. 

‘ ’Fore God, I have ’scaped the Provost but by an inch,’ he said with 
a merry grimace as he came in ; then, finding himself confronted by the 
black-gowned undergraduate, gazing at him through gold-rimmed 
spectacles, his exultation turned to dismay with comic rafpidity. It 
was clear that he took his visitor for some species of mediaeval don, 
clothed with punitive functions. 

‘ (Sir, I crave your pardon,’ he began, making an obeisance nearly as 
profound as his servant’s ; but observing the youthfulness of his sup¬ 
posed enemy he burst into a laugh. 

‘ Od’s bodikins ! I feared you were a Doctor at least, if not the 
Vice-Chancellor himself,’ he explained with a peculiar grace of manner, 
motioning his servant to offer him one of the only two chaira in the 
room. ‘ Now, however, I perceive that you aje a student of some 
other university ; of Oxford, perhaps (for 1 know not what fashioned 
gowns they wear), or perchance of Paris. Marry, we are well met; 
and you shall dine with me, for Maggot hath provided more than 
enough for two, that he might have a greater reversion for himself.’ 

‘ Thanks, thanks awfully—er—I mean I should like it very much,’ 
the young man stammered. On the face of it the thing had the 
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appearance of an elaborate hoax; but he felt half-famished, and the 
dinner, or luncheon, looked tempting. 

With the utmost politeness his host helped him to remove his gown, 
the servant performing the same office for himself. Then, after a 
short Latin grace, unctuously pronounced yet not without a suspicion 
of waggishness, they sat down to the feast. It consisted of roast beef, 
mutton, fish, eels, and a capon, with sundry greens, but no potatoes, 
and what his host called ‘ wine of the Canaries.’ 

‘ I am but lately recovered of aCtertian,’ he explained; ‘ else I 
should dine in common hall, served oy little dirty-pawed sizars in 
gowns, that spill the meats and drink. And if it were not for ray 
estate I could not have even these two poor chambers to myself, but 
would sleep pigged in three or four in bed, like salted fish.’ 

Complexity best expresses the undergraduate’s feelings during 
the meal. The attentions of his courtly host, the strange yet agreeable 
flavour of the foods, and the awkwardness of eating without a fork, 
together with the necessity of erasing three hundred years of his 
historical memory, rendered the repast at once the most delightful and 
difficult of his life. He resolved to conceal his chronological identity, 
and to allow his entertainer to suppose him a member of some contem¬ 
porary seat of learning, travelling for pleasure or information. This 
was easier than might be thought, his use of strictly modern English 
being regarded by the Elizabethan as the imperfect efforts of a com¬ 
parative stranger to the tongue. The attempt, however, to express 
shrewd opinions on the political policies of the Earl of Essex, Sir Walter 
Raleigh, and Cecil; to offer ingenious speculations as to the probable 
successor of the Virgin Queen ; and to swell with pious gratulation for 
the defeat of the Spanish Armada, taxed his powers to the utmost. 
Another strain was imposed by his companion’s use of Italian and 
colloquial Latin ; another, by the consciousness of the plaimiess of his 
own dress as compared <rith the sumptuous attire of his friend, in which, 
as upon his fingers, several jewels of price sparkled exquisitely. He 
was relieved, however, to find that he was not a lord. 

‘ Maggot here calleth me so,’ he explained ; ‘ but in truth I am no 
more than Francis Aubrey, a lord’s younger son, with but a scanty 
fortune. Wherefore I must either mate with riches or else seek 
service'at Court; though it jumps best witSi my inclination to essay 
these new Virginias, whereof our Raleigh makes such brave report, and 
where, ’tis said, honour may be got, with a great store of gold. And 
now, gentle Sir, sith I* have been thus free with you, may I demand 
your country and university, that we be strangers no longer ? ’ 

The undergraduate had foreseen the question, and now flattered 
himself on the ingenuity of his reply. ‘ It’s an Empire,’ he answered 
boldly, ‘ with its headquarters on one of the Cassiterides or Isles of Tin ; 
some people call it the “ Isle of Oof.” That means money, you know, 
Consols, and four per cents., and all that. It’s also famous for fighting 
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in all soits of places abroad, and for colonial expansion, and intelligence, 
and education, and inventions. My knowledge-shop* is called the Uni- 
versUas Poetarum, because most of our poets, when we had any, went 
there,—Milton, you know, and Wordsworth, and Byron, and Tennyson. 
But poetry doesn’t pay now, so we’ve shunted it for science, “ labs ” 
and that sort of thing.’ A feeling that he had been culpably flippant 
was balanced by self-approval for his cunning in the avoidance of poeti¬ 
cal names prior or contemporan^ to th'e Elizabethan, whose memory, 
he was almost startled to observe,fwas a complete blank as to the future. 

His host, for the first time, tftiowed a touch of pride, national and 
personal. ‘ Tljis Albion of ours hath also her rich estates, now that 
we have despoiled the papist monks of tlleir slothful heritage,’ he said 
with a slight appearance of hauteur. ‘ And she has had her con-* 
quests—in the fields of France, and in Holy Land, as well as on the seas 
’gainst the Spaniard. Moreover, her exemplars of the Muse fall not 
below the greatest of th*e ancients in noble invention and lofty conceits ; 
the gentle Spenser, learned Ben Jonson, and mighty Marlowe (these 
were bred here in our Cantabrifiia); with this new plant and flower of 
poesy, Will Shakespeare, that I have seen both in tragedy and comedy, 
and do esteem the most godlike of men for sublime conception and ease 
in setting forth. And we have also many lesser swans, among whom 
my longing is (like our Earl of Oxford, my kinsman) to inscribe my 
name, for 1 value the laureate’s wreath better than a king’s crown. 
But come, we have eaten and drunk; let’s now have some music, for 
thus friendship is augmented.’ 

The courtier-student, whose manner had undergone a perceptible 
increase of dignity, pressed several musical instruments upon his 
guest, who at length chose one having some affinity to a modern 
banjo, though he refused to be the first performer. ‘ I’d rather you 
started the ball,’ he said modestly. 

His host bowed. ‘ I will discourse to you Some of our*late-made 
songs, newly fitted to music by choice composers,’ he said. ‘ Then, 
if you will cap them with sojne of your own country, it will be a pleasant 
employment to see wherein one or the other may excel.’ 

He began at once, in a clear and pleasing voice, accompanied by 
his lute, the Hamadryad's Song of Thomas Lodge ; 

Pluck the ’I'uit and iaste the pleasure, 

Youthful Lordlin'gs, of delight 1 
While occasion gives you seizure, 

Feed your fancies and your sight I 
Afftr death, when you ai’e gone, 

Joy and pleasure there is none. 

Now the pleasant spring allureth, 

And both place and time invite. 

Out! Alas 1 What heart endureth 
To disclaim his sweet delight ? 

After death, when we are gone, 

Joy and pleasure there is none. 
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The fine pagfiii lyric went to a swinging tune that suited it well. 
Then, on the listener’s urgency, another followed, sung to a softer 
air and with a shade of embarrassment on th^ performer’s part: 

Love guards the roses of thy lips, 

Aiid flies about them like a bee : 

If I approach he forward skips, 

And if I kiss he stingeth mo. 

Yet others followed, all redolent *of their age, of life, love, and 
beauty, of spring-time and youth, cl change and decay; but so ob¬ 
viously thrown at the head of the Edwardian as a boastful challenge 
to the performers of his own,country that his heart, saflk Avithin him. 
Not for worlds would he have accepted the advehture could he have 
foreseen this ordeal. He racked his brain for pieces at once, typical 
of his time and within the compass of his vocal and instrumental 
attainments; but nothing loftier than music-hall and kimlrcd har¬ 
monies came to his distraught memory. In the end, and after hastily 
weighing the merits of The Man that Broke the Bank at Monte Carlo 
against the Old Kent Road, and finding both beyond his powers, he 
burst forth in sheer desperation with the last topical ballad he had 
rendered to a strictly private audience at his home in East Putney, 
and of which the following was the refrain : 

You can tell his blooming dollars 
By the edges of his collars, 

For it all comes out in the Avash, Avash, wash ! 

Then, overcome with shame for the bathos to which he had 
descended, dragging with him the fame of his vaunted isle, he laid 
aside the banjo and fumbled apologies with a smarting face. But the 
Elizabethan laughed. 

‘ I’ faith, a merry matter, and excellent well smig,’ he said with 
gay approval; ‘ though methinks for him that understands not the 
idiom it needs a gloss as much as the language of the Scots. Never¬ 
theless, it has infected me with a longing to know more of your Island 
of Oof, which must indeed be rich to afford such dainty confections. 
Pray teU me if it be far hence, for I am soon to travel, and should 
love to see its wonders.’ 

‘ It’s about three hmidred years—miles I mean,’ the young man 
answered, feeling hot and uncomfortable. ‘ And it’s awfully hard to 
find.’ 

His companion laughed again. ‘ I doubt not .that our Drake and 
Raleigh know it well, but have cunningly concealed the longitude,’ 
he said. ‘Now, however, I would fain know something of your 
dramatical works; for so brave a country cannot lack playhouses, 
like those of our London, with many nimble wits to serve them.’ 

The undergraduate brightened. He was really a studious young 
man, as already intimated; but his labours in the rudiments of law 
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had been considerably eased by visits to the more popular places of 
entertainment in the metropolis, and he believed that his knowledge 
of the national drama, if not deep, was at least ^dde. ‘ Oh, yes ; we 
have no end of theatres, not to speak of music-halls,’ he rephed with 
enthusiasm ; ‘ some of them really gorgeous. You ought to see the 
decorations, classical. Renaissance, and Moorish. And some of the 
scenery is stunning.’ 

^ No doubt they are of inlaid ivory,*with hangings of cloth of gold,’ 
his host assented with polite iiufedulity. ‘ And doubtless your Lord 
Chamberlain hath much ado Jo license plays fitted to such brave 
adornment 1 

‘ Oh, our Chamberlain’s a bit of ^n actor himself, and knows 
exactly what will go down,’ the undergraduate answered with a feebler 
attempt at wit. It was not his real opinion of the statesman in 
question; but he was annoyed at the Elizabethan’s superior airs. 

‘ The fact is, though,^ he went on, ‘ some of our modem plays are 
ripping; psychological, you know, and sometimes a httle risque, but 
always up to date. They beat those by the old duffers all to notfcng, 
except, of course. Shakes-’ 

He checked himself in time ; for the subject seemed to act on the 
mind of his host as a strong irritant. The young courtier’s lip curled 
disdainfully ; his blue eyes flashed; and his hand crept to the hilt of 
his sword, which he had again put on. ‘ Marry ! ’ he exclaimed with 
passion ; ‘ the plays of this country, in tragedy, comedy, history, and 
pastoral, and even in masques and such-like shows, go before all other 
in the world ; and to name the writers thereof, from our Sackville to 
the stately swans that now swim in our waters, were an iteration of 
the chiefest wits of time. And if your playhouses be more costly 
than ours of the Rose, the Swan, and the Globe, they have not sounded 
to sweet Shakespeare’s heroical and ravishing strains, or-’ 

‘ Oh, yes, they have ; I’ve seen Irving, in Hamlet, lots* of times,’ 
the undergraduate interrupted recklessly ; but the other went on, 
now in a tone of hght banter. 

‘ I travel presently with my tutor into Italy,’ he said, ‘ for per¬ 
fecting myself in the speech and vices of that land ; and if this marvel¬ 
lous Hesperides of thine lieth near to her coasts, I prithee give me the 
names of some of those pieces you have commended, for I will assuredly 
see and hear them.’ 

The young man, dreading a return of his host’s anger, and a possible 
recourse to his weapqn, tortured his brain for dramatic titles in support 
of his praise ; while the inquirer, with an air of mock gravity, wrote 
down in the unhampered spelling of his time: Ye Third Mistresse 
Potiphare, Cha/rlaye his Aunte, Cure Flatte, and What Hap'pained to 
Snookes. Then, with another of the swift changes common to men 
of his age, he said poUtely: ‘ Come, let us forth of this chamber; it 
smells of leeks, and must be sweetened anon with lavender. I would 
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have you see our poor Garden of the Muses, that you may compare it 
with your Univefsitas Poetarum, in the outward show and fashion 
thereof.’ 

Once more gowned, the Elizabethan’s gay plumage only half- 
hidden as before, they sallied out; the servant. Maggot, having pro¬ 
nounced the ways clear. ‘ I’ faith,’ said the courtier-student, with a 
shamefaced laugh, ‘ since the new Statutes were framed for our 
governance we must all live by book. And if one stir abroad in any¬ 
thing less black than a crow, or wit|f his hair growm longer than an 
inch, our Provost will have a mind to clap him in the stocks! ’ 

Words cannot express the undergraduate’s sensations as they 
wandered together through the streets and by-ways of the town, a 
world at once unknown and familiar. Many of the colleges looked 
glaringly new, and all were shorn of their modern additions. Every¬ 
where, projecting gables, decorated frorits, small-paned windows, and 
pictorial swinging signs, told of a homely universal art long since dead ; 
while a fleet of high-pooped sailing craft in the river reminded him that 
the ‘Pens were still undrained, and his alma mater a seaport. More 
than all else the throngs of strange people, of bygone dress, manners, 
speech, and even features, charmed his imagination ; he noted the 
portentous march of occasional robed ecclesiastics through the busy 
crowds of townsmen, the groups of tender-aged scholars going with 
their long-gowned tutors to the schools, the housewives in ruff and 
farthingale buying in the market, the clearer complexions, brighter 
colour, and more vigorous action of a younger race. His guide, after 
pointing out what he regarded as the principal sights, conveyed him, 
somewhat furtively, to the taverns, where a good many youths were 
singing and drinking, and thence after further refreshment to the bear¬ 
garden, the bull-ring and cock-pit, and the archery butts, the last- 
named already falling into disuse. Next, desirous to furnish him with 
proofs of his country’^ material resources, he carried him off to the 
noisy booths and shows of Stourbridge Fair. 

As they returned across the public commons the afternoon sun, 
piercing a crimson cloud, fell full on the spires, towers, and clustered 
roofs before them. ‘ A rose-red city, half as old as time,’ it looked for 
the moment. Here also, as in his own world, the undergraduate saw 
that h was spring ; the birds were singing, the meads were aflame with 
white and gold, the orchards full' of bloom, the gardens gay with 
flowers, the cool air laden with perfumes. Over all hung the limpid 
sky of the younger England’s May, fresher and purer it seemed than 
any he had ever known. 

The Elizabethan was visibly affected, and heaved a lover’s sigh. 
‘ Hath your Island of Oof such pleasaunce as this in the springtime ? ’ 
he asked sentimentally. 

‘ Yes, when our weather clerk isn’t in bad humour,’ the under¬ 
graduate answered, again with facetious intent. 
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‘ And doth your Universifas Poetmum look with bo fair a face on 
the aim ? ’ He spoke with dreamy indolence and Half-closed eyes. 

‘ It’s—er—larger,’ his companion replied, having in mind the 
ravages of Victorian architecture. 

But it was plain that the soft season was not uppermost in the 
mind of the Elizabethan, for he changed the subject abruptly. ‘ And 
is this oof,’ he inquired curiously, ‘ that you say standeth in your 
language for silver and gold, so^plentiful in your country that a gentle¬ 
man may soon enrich himself, perhaps by war or such like gallant 
venture ? ’ 

‘ Well, company promoting pays better just now, or at least it 
did,’ said his instructor cautiously. * 

‘ That is all one,’ said the other ; ‘ for I doubt not it means tfl 
shark up a band of purseless fellows for some business of hazardous 
profit; though in sooth I incline to gentler enterprises.’ 

He stopped suddenly in the midst of the common, and drew from 
his doublet a folded manuscript, inscribed in Old English text, Love’s 
Tragedie, upon which he gazed with fond affection. ‘ Here I have a 
tender piece that I lately writ,’ he said with confidential enthusiasm, 
‘ setting forth the painful history of a virgin youth and a youthful 
virgin enthralled in the trammels of love, and of cruel and despiteful 
fate ; a moving conceit once enacted in my own college, and that hath 
obtained commendation even from the envious wits of the Mermaid 
Tavern in London. Marry now ! if your people of Oof spend such 
bravery upon their playhouses, they should not fail to reward him 
that pleaseth them with a new thing, full of heroical action and moral 
virtue ? ’ 

The undergraduate’s face fell; clearly he had overshot the mark 
in his florid description of British theatres. The idea of moral virtue, 
however heroically presented, extracting money from his contem¬ 
poraries, struck him with disma.}. '' Perhaps ft might go down as a 

music-hall sketch if you put in a few topical gags, something about 
vivisection or Chinese labour, you know,’ he said with a dubious 
cough. 

‘ Tt is full of noble and lamentable matter, that must needs move 
pitifully the hearts of all that see and hear, and arouse them to high 
Platonical affections,’ the* amateur went on earnestly. ‘ For the 
ancients declare that to behold tragedy softeneth the soul and amendeth 
the manners ; and if it were set forth by fair beardless boys, with 
delicate voices and smooth gestures, methinks'it would please the 
gentle part of your nation ? ’ 

The undergraduate was deeply perplexed. That his contem¬ 
poraries, at least pending the establishment of a State theatre, would 
resent any such improving process, he knew too well. ‘ Couldn’t you 
make it—er—^more psychological ? ’ he suggested. ‘ You might marry 
her first to some rich old duffer, and then bring on your virgin youth— 
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that would be sure to start up some pretty lively situations, and 
might possibly pull it ofi.’ 

His mistake was at once apparent. The Elizabethan’s face 
darkened again, and this time he drew his sword from its scabbard 
with a sharp flourish. ‘ Sirrah ! ’ he exclaimed contemptuously. ‘ If 
your people of Oof, though their Chamberlain himself be an actor, 
know not tragedy from comedy, they were best served by the old 
miracle plays, wherein both wtere mixed together without discretion. 
I’ faith, I take it that our Gammer (^urton's Needle and your Song of 
the Wash are both of the same rude unimpolished stuff, and fit only 
for children and fools ! ’ 

A vivid remembrance ofl Sir Pliilip Sidney’^, threat to stab his 
-'tutor, which he would doubtless have carried out had the gentleman 
been within reach, convinced the undergraduate of his peril; but 
happily his challenger’s attention was diverted by his servant, who now 
approached across the common with a handsome cloak, which he 
promptly exchanged for his scholastic robe. An immediate and 
bechming transformation was the result; to the embarrassment of his 
companion, whose tattered third-year gown and turncd-up trowsers 
suggested a mediaeval tramp—he had, in fact, seen little ’prentice 
boys in trim knee-breeches grinning at what they called his ‘ out¬ 
landish hosen.’ Altogether, the champion of the Edwardian age 
felt profoundly dissatisfied with himself and his epoch. Through¬ 
out their walk he had discoursed of modern inventions, the motor¬ 
car, gramophone, and wireless telegraph; but his friend had merely 
listened with the tolerance of a man of the world, accustomed to the 
licensed mendacities of tourists. It was disgustingly plain that this 
Italianate Enghshman, who read Petrarch and Ariosto, and talked 
Latin with the blundering fluency of a schoolman, held himself in 
every way his superior; and—this was the humiliating part—not 
wholly wllhout reason. But what chiefly angered him was his own 
failure to uphold the honour of his age against its spacious and infinitely 
more picturesque predecessor. He might have made a better selection 
of l 3 T:ical and dramatic examples, or dwelt with more insistence on the 
triumphs of scientific research, evolution, sanitation, and the Nebular 
Hypothesis. He should have emphasised the expansion of the race, 
the modern halfpenny paper, and the novel—the novel especially. 
He might have quoted from the more serious modern poets, had he 
known anything about them ; but, after all, his haphazard instances 
might more truly have reflected his nascent century, and the thought 
was chilling. 

They stopped again, on the outskirts of the town, while his con¬ 
ductor adjusted his dress with finical care. ‘ I pay my duty to a 
gentlewoman who dwells at my Lord Marchbank’s house near by,’ 
he said, flushing slightly, ‘ a nymph as fair as Sidney’s Stella, and with 
a fortime almost correspondent to my desires. Lord! I would hke 
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better to adventure these new Americas, only my father, being at 
great charge, will have me marry quickly. But on the morrow I 
ride to London; and as I have two good nags, I should be glad of your 
oorupany thither, that, before returning to your Island, you may 
see our Shakespeare in his tender and moving tragedy of Romeo and 
Juliet' , 

^ ••• 

A mist came over the undergraduate’s eyes, and then cleared away. 
He saw from his window the familiar lawn and the cool morning 
shadows; also—what he had never noticed before—^the blank wall 
of a new warehouse, inscribed in angular characters with the legend: 
‘ Higgins and Scroggs, the China Bazaar,’ In the street below 
the usual rickety male population in bowler hats and bag-knee^ 
trowsers went to and fro. A sense of loss, of dulness, of prosaic 
monotony, came over him ; the present was without colour, the future 
a grey plain. Never again '^v'ould Englishmen break out into madrigals 
from sheer exuberance of joy and animal spirits; they were .now 
trying in laboratories, by vivisection and other means, to discover 
why they ever did so at all, and how brain secretes the soul of man in 
its higher attributes. The refrain of the Latin Student's Song ran 
painfully in his head : 

Like a dream our prime is flown, 

Prisoned in a study: 

Sport and folly are youth’s own, 

Tender youth and ruddy. 

It seemed to express the history of his race ; here in its very prime, 
from zeal of scientific ach’evement, the life-blood had left its cheeks, 
and it had become flaccid, anaamic, neurotic. But the whole thing 
was a dream, if not a practical joke of his friend Broadhurst, whose 
‘ ragging ’ propensities were notorious. He Jooked ag®n at the 
China Bazaar. Three hundred years ago its proprietors would have 
been content to denote themselves and their business by the modest 
sign of The Blue Flower Pot ; now, defiantly and discordantly to all 
the world, they were Higgins and Scroggs ! The co-partnership thus 
announced seemed to stamp his opening century as with a hall-mark 
or seal. 


Cambridge. 


A. G. Hyde. 
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AMERICAN SPELLING 


A REVOLUTION in spelling is surely one of those' revolutions which 
can only find justification in the prospect of a complete and speedy 
success. If there were reasonable ground for believing that within 
a period of ten years or so English speakers pn both sides of the 
Atlantic would adopt one uniform system of phonetic orthography, 
such .action as that recently attributed to the President of the United 
States might deserve our warmest gratitude. But without fair hope 
that the new scheme will enlist the sympathies of the great majority, 
to disturb the existing order of things is only to intensify the mischief 
which calls for remedy. The more resolute the effort, the more 
protracted the experiment, the larger the number who are influenced, 
the more the cause of learning is bound to suffer. No one can con¬ 
template without alarm the orthographical anarchy which must 
inevitably result, not to speak of the irritation and waste of time 
which such controversies usually bring in their train. 

On the other hand there seems little immediate prospect, at any 
rate in this country, of overcoming that placid vis inertim which 
stands in the way of organised spelling reform. The tone of most 
of the recepit newspaper comments upon President Roosevelt’s pro¬ 
posals have made this abundantly clear. Moreover, there are other 
considerations of which the newspapers have not spoken, but which 
must exercise considerable weight in the long run. Sentiment in 
this matter counts for something, and, however desirable uniformity 
might appear in itself, there would always be a prejudice in England 
again^l) following a purely American initiative. Our courteous 
Transatlantic kinsmen would, I believe, be‘the first to appreciate the 
difficulty if they recalled the circumstances under which the already 
existing divergence of usage between the two countries has taken 
shape. To try to explain these circumstances in< an intelligible form 
is the main object of the few pages which follow. 

If we may for convenience’ sake use the term ‘ American spelling ’ 
to denote the sum of those departures from British usage (e.g. /avor 
instead of favour, center for centre, traveler for traveller, and the like), 
which we are accustomed to associa'te with books printed in the 
United States, the question at once suggests itself; How did this 
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distinctively American spelling originate ? Is it, as may well be the 
case with certain peculiarities of diction and 'pronunciation, an 
inheritance bequeathed^ by the early settlers ii\ New England and 
treasured by their descendants as a vener^le tradition, or is it an 
artificial product consciously devised in order to serve a purpose ? 
The answer cannot be doubtful for anyone who will take the trouble 
to look into the facts. Previously to the Declaration of Independence 
there was no distinction between tKe spelling of books printed in 
the American colonies and those of the mother country. It would 
be useless to establish the point by an array of evidence, but evidence 
in abundance, is ready to hand. Such spellings as labor, honor. See. 
were not indeed unknown in the United States before 1782, just as 
they were not unknown in England; but the more ordinary form waS 
labottr, honour. A single illustration will suffice. 

One of the first advocates *of phonetic spelling on the further side 
of the Atlantic was Dr. Benjamin Franklin, scientist and philosopher. 
Franklin’s views in this matter were revolutionary, but whatever he 
may have held in theory, he adopted in practice the spelling of those 
around him. This great American, as everyone knows, had begun 
life as a printer at Philadelphia, and the books whicn came from his 
press may still be consulted. Taking one of these volumes which 
contains certain letters of George Whitefield, and which bears on its 
title-page the imprint of ‘ Benjamin Franklin ; in the Printing Office, 
near the Market, Philadelphia, J740,’ I find uniformly such spellings 
aa favourite (p. 3), honour'd (p. 2), labour (p. 13), even 'prophane (p. 14), 
and fullness (p. 15), &c. The point, however, is one which leaves no 
room for difference of opinion.' ft will not be disputed that American 
spelling belongs to a much later date, and that it was the creation 
of the great lexicographer, Noah Webster. 

Webster, bom in 1758, had taken to schoolmastering after the 
War of Independence, and in 1785 brought oht some senool books 
under the rather pretentious title of Grammatical Instittdes of the 
English Language. But his interest in philological questions was 
genuine enough, and in 1789 he published a volume of Disserta¬ 
tions, the substance of which had previously been delivered orally 
as lectures while he was travelling up and down the different States 
to secure copyright privileges for his school books. Webster’s volu m e 
of Dissertations is especially interesting, because at the outset of 
his career it contains in the frankest terms a statement of his 
views and aspiratio^js regarding the ‘ American language.’ A few 

* In the preface to the early editions of Webster’s own Spelling-book we find 
faoour, laboTir, &o. For instance, in the fourth edition (Boston, 1792) we read: ‘ The 
spelling of such words as publick, neighbour, &o. has the plea of antiquity in its 
favour ’ (sic). In the text we have neighbor, labor, favor, humor, but clamour (p. 68), 
rigour (p. 59), parlour (p. 60), and langour {sic). All these words are printed in 
large type for the chil^en to learn. Even if these be printer’s enrors, they bear 
witness to earlier American usage. 
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quotations in liis own words will serve better than anything else to 
make his attitude’clear. 

As an independent natipn [he declares], our honor requires us to have a 
system of om- own, in language as well as in government. Great Britain, 
whose children we are and whose language we speak, should no longer be 
our standard, for the taste of her writers is already corrupted, and her language 
is on the decline. *. . . The English is the common root or stock from which 
our national language will be derived. All others will gradually waste away— 
and within a century and a half North America will be peopled with a hundred 
millions of men all speaking the same language. Let mo add [he goes on], that 
whatever predilection the Americans may have for their native European 
tongues, and particularly the British descendants for the English, yet several 
circumstances render a future separation of the American tongue from the English 
necessary and unavoidable. The vicinity of the European nations, with the 
unmterrupted communication in peace and the changes of dominion in war, 
are gradually assimilating tlieir respective languages. The English with others 
is suffering continual alterations. America,* placed at a distance from those 
nations, will feel in a much less degree the influfence of the assimilating 
causes; at the same time numerous local causes such as a new country, new 
assoeiations of people, new combinations of ideas in arts and science, and some 
intercourse with tribes wholly unknown in Europe, will introduce new words 
into the American tongue. These causes will produce in course of time a 
language in North America as different from the future language of England 
as the modem Dutch, Danish, and Swedish arc from the German or from one 
another; like remote branches of a tree springing from the same stock, or rays 
of light shot from the same center, and diverging from each other in proportion 
to their distance from the point of separation. 

Whether the inhabitants of America can be brought to a perfect uniformity in 
the pronunciation of words, it is not easy to predict, butit is certain that no attempt 
of the kind has been made, and an experiment, begun and pursued on the right 
principles, is the only way to decide the question. Schools in Great Britain 
have gone far towards demolishing local dialects—Commerce has also had its 
influence—and in America these causes operating more generally must have a 
proportionate effect.® 

In his enticipatioE^ of a division of tongues Webster’s prognostics 
have been singularly at fault. Even had the means of communication 
remained as they were in the eighteenth century we may much doubt 
if two literary languages after the invention of printing could so 
easily drift apart; but Webster in any case could not possibly foresee 
the revolutions effected by steam and the electric telegraph. He 
accordingly urged the necessity of deliberately erecting a barrier 
to shut'off literary America from English influences, and in particular 
to protect what he calls, in the largest of capitals, the ‘ American 
Tongue ’ from the defects and anomalies of English orthography. 

Webster then states his proposed reforms, Vhich may be sum¬ 
marised under the following heads : 

(1) ‘ The omission of all superfluous or silent letters.’ Thus bred 
should be printed for bread, biU for buiU, ment for meant, &c. 

‘‘ Dissertations on the English Lemguage, Boston 1789, pp. 20-23. It is note¬ 
worthy that the book is dedicated to Benjamin Franklin, and contains a reprint of 
Franklin’s letter on phonetic spelling. 
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(2) ‘ The substitution of a character that has a certain definite 
sound for one that is more vague and indeterminate.’ Thus ec should 
be substituted for ea (e.^. speek for speak), or for ^ j^e.g. meen for mien), 
while we should write datvter for daughter, tuf\ox tough, plow for plough, 
blud for blood, korus for chorus, masheen for machine, &c. 

(3) By some ^ght typographical modifications, e.g. ‘ the addition 
of a point,’ it would be possible to distinguish difierenf sounds without 
the introduction of a new charactef; e.g. to distinguish the two 
sounds of th, or the various vafues of the vowel a. 

After explaining these proposals the writer continues: 

Biit a capital advantage of this reform in these States wonld be that it 
would make a difference between the Engli^ orthography and the American. 
This will startle those who have not attended to the subject, but I am confideni^ 
that such an event is of vast political consequence. 

He proceeds to give his reasons at some length, and the first is 
stated in the following terms : 

The alteration, however small, would encourage the publication of bosks in 
our own country. It would render it in some measure necessary that all books 
should bo printed in America. The English would never copy our orthography 
for their own use, and consequently the same impressions of books would not 
answer for both countries. The present generation of inhabitants would read 
the English impression, but posterity, being taught a different spelling, would 
prefer the American orthography. 

Vast as were Webster’s conceptions, he seems even at this early 
stage to have had a presentiment that any modification of current 
usage in the direction of phonetic spelling would have to be on a very 
limited scale. His words ‘ this alteration however small ’ certainly 
imply that at the very outset he despaired of any change which was 
thorough and systematic. But he continues : 

Besides this a national language is a bond of national union. Every 
engine should be employed to render the people of thte coimtry national, to call 
their attachments home to their own country, and to inspire them with the 
prido of national character. How’ever they may boast of independence and the 
freedom of their government, yet their opinions are not suflBciently independent. 
An astonishing respect for the arts and literature of their parent country and a 
blind imitation of its maimers are still prevalent among the Americans.’ 

There is much more to the same effect. I will only quote one 
final sentence: 

America is in a situation the moat favorable for great reformations, and 
the present time is in a singular degree auspicious. . Now is the time, and 
this the country, in wlUch we may expect success. 

No one will now think any the worse of Noah Webster for his 
patriotism, but it is evident that opposition to England had much, 
if not everything, to say to his attitude in the matter of spelling 
reform. The modifications which he at first contemplated were of 
’ Op. cit. pp. 394-406. Italics in original. 
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a comprehensive character, and in spite of a good many inconsistencies 
did not fall very far short of a complete phonetic system. The year 
after the appearanc^ of the Dissertations, i.e.^^ in 1790, Webster pub¬ 
lished a volume of Essdys, and of this book the last hundred pages 
or more were set up in the spelling whicU he recommended for general 
adoption.'* In the preface, which also exhibits the same peculiar 
orthography, hd explains why his experiment had not been extended 
to the whole work. The passage may be quoted literatim as a specimen 
of the reforms which he had then in contemplation. 

The reeder wil obzerv that the orthography of the volum iz not uniform. 
The reezon iz, that many of the essnys hav been published before in the common 
orthography, and it would have bden a laborious task to oopy the whole, for the 
gake of changing the spelling. In the essays ritten within the last year, a con¬ 
siderable change of spelling iz introduced by way of experiment. This liberty 
waz taken by the riters before the age of queen Elizabeth, and to this we are 
indeted for the preference of modern spelling over tha^ of Gower and Chaucer. 
The man who admits that the change of housbonde, mynde, ygone, vioneth, 
into husband, mind, gone, month, iz an improovment, must acknowlege also 
the rfcing of helfh, hreth, rong, tung, muntJi, to be an improovment. There is 
no altemativ. Every possible reezon that could ever bo offered for altering 
the spelling of wurds, stil exists in hill force; and if a gradual reform should 
not be made in our language, it wil proov that we are less under the influence 
of reezon than our ancestors. 

Hartford, June, 1790.* 

It would not serve any useful purpose to point out the deficiencies 
and inconsistencies of this system, which was obviously conceived 
in a practical spirit of compromise. The only point of importance 
is that the experiment was not received with such favour as to 
lead to any further efforts of the same radical character. Neither 
in his Spelling-book nor in his Dictionary did Webster seriously 
attempt to enforce the principles stated above. He still clung to 
the idea of a separate . 4 merican language brealdng off from the parent 
stock, and he still insisted upon a distinctive spelling as a means 
of arriving at that result; but the slender minimum of difference for 
which be held out suggests that he was influenced, not so much by 
attachment to a scientific system, as by the determination to maintain 
a distinction from England for mere distinction’s sake. 

WhU^the preface to the Dictionary of 1841, the last edition which 
was printed in the author’s lifetime, plainly shows that Webster 
never ceased to regard the phonetic system as desirable in itself, 
the text of the book, 09 the other hand, makes it eq^ually clear that in a 
number of instances in which he had previously attempted innova¬ 
tions he found himself compelled to beat a retreat. Webster, as I 

* The dlaoritioal marks to distinguish the varying sounds of th &c., as suggested 
in heading 3 above, are not employed. No doubt he found that the experiment would 
have been too oostly in this form. 

* A Collection of Essays and Fugitiv Writings on Moral, Historical, Political, 
and Literary Subjects, by Noah Webster, Boston, 1790, pp. x-xi. 
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have just said, had always advanced very cautiously. In his Spelling- 
books particularly he had never tried to make ally startling break 
with existing usage. His efforts had been confin^ to the hoTWr and 
scepter classes of words and to a few pet hobbies, mostly introduced 
to feel the way and presented in the guise of admissible alternatives^ 
Such hobbies were hild for huild, (hum for thumb, tung for tongm. 
Hand for island, &c. But in the Dictionary of 1841 he practically 
admits his failure. Thus under BILD we read: ‘ This is the true 
orthography. The common spelling is incorrect. See BUILD.* 
Similarly under THUMB ho says ; ‘ The common orthography is 
corrupt. The .real word is thum.’ But the fact remains that at the 
close of Webster’s career, as at the beginning, build and thumb still 
represented the ‘ common orthography,’ and the alternatives do* 
not even appear in the later editions of his Dictionary. Consequently 
when we have mentioned (1) 4he score of words of the honor, labor 
type ; (2) the still smaller list of words like ceMer and theater ; and (3) 
the suppressed double letter in forms like traveler, worshiper, &c., 
we have i)ractically got to the end of the points of difference between 
English and American {i.e. Websterian) orthography. No doubt 
there are other^isolated words as to which some variety prevails, but 
they are not numerous or important. It was well said by one of 
Webster’s critics more than sixty years ago that it hardly seemed worth 
while for Amcricaas to cut themselves off from English usage for the 
sake of eighty words in 80,000. Moreover, even with regard to the last 
two of the three headings just mentioned, the practice of American 
printers is not uniform. Under the patronage of Worcester’s Dic¬ 
tionary cerdre and traveller have always had their supporters even 
in the United States. It is plain then that the net results of Webster’s 
lifelong efforts—^he worked with unremitting assiduity until his death 
in 1842—bear but a small proportion to the programme with which 
he started. • * 

Still he did succeed in creating a recognised difference between 
English orthography and that of America, and it is undoubtedly to 
Webster’s personal exertions that the result must be attributed. His 
Spelling-book was published in J 78-5, forming the first part of the Gram¬ 
matical Institutes. It went through innumerable editions, and in an 
Appeal to the Public, priutad at New Haven, Connecticut, in 1826, the 
author stated that ‘ if we can judge from the numbers sold—not less 
than seven millions of copies—more than half and probably two thirds 
of the inhabitants o| the United States have received the rudiments 
of their education from the use of this Spelling-book.’ The incon¬ 
sistencies of the book were many, and they were subjected to much 
severe criticism by rival philologists,® but the little manual more 
than held its ground. Curiously enough, it seems that though the 

* See, for instance, Cobb, A Critical Beview of the Orthography of Dr. Webster's 
Series of Boolcs. New York, 1831. 
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children had been taught from the beginning to spell labor, hmor, 
&c., and sce'f^r, s-peoter, theater, &c., it was not until the appearance 
of Webster's Revisefl Spelling Book, edited hy ^ Mr. Ely in 1829, 
that we meet the forms traveler, worshiper, counselor, &c., which had 
been adopted by Webster in his Dictionary of 1828. 

It was of coui'se the appearance of these dictionaries containing, 
as all must admit, some admirable lexicographical work, especially 
in the matter of definition and arrangement, which lent a certain 
scientific importance to the whole Websterian system. In a widely 
distributed advertisement of Webster’s Pictorial Dictionary, issued 
in 1SG2, it is affirmed that ‘ forty millions of Webster^s Dictionaries 
and Spellers have been sold in the United State8,’‘and that ‘ the State 
•of New York have {sic) placed 10,000 copies of Webster’s Unabridged 
(i.e. the large quarto dictionary) in as many of the public schools.’ 
Further a letter from D. Appleton and Co. of New York under date 
May 2, 1859, is also printed in the following terms: ‘We publish 
Webster’s Elementary Speller and other educational works recognising 
Webster’s Dictionary as their general standard of orthography, the 
current manufacture and sale of which are at the rate per annum 
of about 2,500,000,’ Other firms writing at the same time from other 
parts of the United States mention figures hardly less astonishing. 
The meaning apparently must be that these firms followed Webster’s 
spelling in the printing of educational books, and that they counted 
their whole annual output of these as bearing testimony to his 
authority. Further it would appear from the discussions provoked 
by President Roosevelt’s recent action that some twenty-five years 
ago Congress passed a law formally recognising Webster’s Dictionary 
as the legal standard of Government spelling in the United States. 
This law, upheld as it has been by the decisions of the Supreme Court, 
seems to have put an end for the time to the President’s projects of 
^-pelling reform.^ • 

To turn for a moment to the more general question of phonetic 
spelling in the abstract, a point touched upon by Noah Webster in 
one of the extracts quoted above may remind us of the special diffi¬ 
culties attached to any phonetic system formulated on the other 
side of the Atlantic. English pronunciation differs much more from 
American pronunciation than English spelling does from American 
spelling. What is more, it would be much harder, as I conceive, to 
persuade the educated Englishman to say toob for tube, or waunt for 
want, than it would be to induce him to write labor for labour. Phonetic 
spelling will be a chimsera if it starts off by ignoring what is practically 
the uniform pronunciation of educated people. We must begin with 

’ It is curious that in January 1890 a drastic scheme of spelling reforms to be 
adopted by the public printer was presented to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
Lawler and ordered by Congress to be printed. It will be found among the Con¬ 
gressional Documents, 51st Congress, Ist Session, IT. Miac. Docs., vol. i. The 
scheme, it would seem, never passed into law. 
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some standard of pronunciation.* And liere I venture to say, though 
with much friendly appreciation of the variety and brightness in the 
speech of our American cousins, that the advantages in this matter 
are all on the side of jSngland. Educated England has in practice a 
uniform standard of pronunciation. Educated America, perhaps for 
the very reason that education has filtered down much deeper, cannot 
as yet be said, in spite of Webster’s forecast, to speak with one and the 
same tongue.” * 

If Americans were agreed* among themselves we should readily 
admit their equal claim to decide what is correct and what is in¬ 
correct in al\ that relates to our common language. But the pre¬ 
valence of local ipodifications throughout the United States is, I 
submit, so patent, even upon the surface of cultured American fictioii, 
that to select any one form as representative of American speech seems 
an injustice to the rest. I am not speaking, of course, of the dialect 
novels of such writers as J. Lane Allen and Constance Fenimore 
Woolson, any more than I am thinking of the English rustics depicted 
by Hardy and Blackmore, but the point turns upon the speech df the 
educated classes as represented in such novels as those of Mr. W. D. 
Howells, for instance, whose finished portraits often owe much to 
the skilful presentment of peculiarities of accent and diction. 

A novelist on this side of the water, having told us that his heroine 
is English, has practically nothing more to say about the way she 
talks. She talks—English, and if her voice is exceptionally melodious 
or the reverse, or if she has a piquant lisp or has learnt from a French 
governess a trick of trilling her r’s, the peculiarity is recognised as 
personal and not generic. On the other hand Mr. Howells’s leading 
ladies, while socially unexceptionable, often afford quite an interesting 
study in the phonetics of the different American centres of fashion. 
Thus the conversation of Miss Julia Van Hook Anderson in A'pril 
Hopes is made audible to the mental ear by «uch a prAentment as 
the following: 

I think she’s moybid, Alice is [she said with that peculiar liquefaction of the 
canine letter which New Yorkers alone have the trick of], she isn’t moybid in 
the usual sense of the woyd, but she expects more of herself and the woyld 
generally than anybody’s going to get out of it. 

So Mr. Howells transliterates Miss Anderson’s pronunciation 
of cMirch as chuyeh, of girl as giyl, of puritan as puyitan, of hurry up, 
as hu'y up, and the same fashionable personage talks of ‘ seyve you 
right,’ or ‘ hayd woyk,’ and complains of lutings that are ‘ pey- 
fectly disheaytening.’ On the other hand when we are introduced 
to the grave and refined Colonel Wood burn of Virginia we find him 

“ It is remarkable that Webster himself, in the preface to his Dictionary of 1841, 
notices that for an Englishman the standard of pronunciation was the practice of 
educated people. It was to this Englishmen appealed, and not to any book. 
Americans, on the other hand, referred all disputes to the decision of a dictionary. 
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accompanied by an equally charming young lady who voices unabashed 
her native dialect in such a passage as the following : 

His daughter was .4hort, plump, and fresh-coloured, with an effect of loveli¬ 
ness that did not at all express itself in her broad-vowelled, rather formal speech 
with its odd valuations of some of the auxiliary verbs and its total elision of 
the canine letter. ‘ We awe from the Soath,’ she said, ‘ and we arrived this 
mawning, but wo got this oyahd [card] from the brokah just befo’ dinnah, and 
so we awe rathah late.’ . . . ‘ Ah’m a hoase-kcepah mahself,’ Miss Woodburn 

joined in, ‘ and Ah know ho’ to accyoant fol everything.” 

Elsewhere she says, ‘ Come raght with me this minute if the cyoast’s 
clea.’ ‘ Oh what a cyowahd.’ ‘ Ah shall be jost wald to know ho 
its toned oat.’ • 

Compare this passage from Mr. Henry James’s Bostonians \ 

He came in fact from Mississippi and he spoke very perceptibly with the 
accent of that country. It is not in my power to reproduce by any combination 
of characters this charming dialect; but the initiated reader will have no 
diflSculty in evoking the soimd, which is to be associated in the present instance 
with nothing vulgar or vain. This young man is . . . the moat important 
personage in my narrative. And yet the reader who likes a complete imago, 
who desires to read with the senses as well as with tho reason, is entreated not 
to forget that he prolonged his consonants and swallowed his vowels, that ho 
was guilty of elisions and interpolations which were equally unexpected, and 
that his discourse was pervaded by something sultry and vast, something almost 
African in its rich basking tone, something that suggested the teeming expanse 
of the cotton field.'’’ 

If New York or Virginia lay on the outskirts of tlic vast American 
territory, or if they were brand-new States whose aristocracy was 
still represented by trappers and gold-diggers, one would understand 
the existence of marked divergences of pronunciation. But one is 
surprised to find that neither Webster’s Dictionary nor cvoji the 
railways have produced as yet any stronger impnlse towards uni¬ 
formity. No doubt ii will be urged in regard to these variations in 
the speech of educated Americans that even New York and Virginia 
from a literary point of view are only provincial. Jt is New England 
that forms the intellectual centre of the country. It is the speech 
of New England which lias the best claim to be accounted the true 
home of the American tongue. 

Butj^as it happens, we possess an authoritative presentment of the 
pronunciation of New England which is of quite exceptional value 
in this connection. No American scholar in the last half-century 
has achieved greatei' distinction than the late i’rofessor William 
Dwight Whitney, who amid many other literary undertakings was 

• Hazard of New Fortunes, Part II., oh. 2. 

The Bostonians, p. 5. Compare Harold Frederic, Illumination-. ‘He knew 
that she wag born in the South, because she said so. When she told about this, her 
ordinarily sharp voice took on a mellow cadence, with a soft, drawling accent, turning 
u’b into o’s, and having no r’s to speak of ’ (p. 142). 
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the chief editor of the CefUury Dictionary. Professor Whitney was a 
philologist who took a particular interest in scientific phonetics, 
which implies that his ear was trained to observe ajid to record minute 
distinctions of sound, and in the paper from ■ftrhich I propose to quote 
he had been addressing himself primarily, not to a popular audience, 
but to a learned association of specialists, who seem to have received 
his statements as scientifically accurate. * 

Taking his own speech as ‘ fairly reJ)reseDtative of that of the ordi¬ 
narily educated New Englander from the interior,’ Professor Whitney 
proceeds to analyse and classify the spoken sounds of the language 
with their written equivalents, and in so doing he makes known 
many peculiarities of utterance which'to say the least would be 
accounted eccentric if heard on this side of the Atlantic. , 

Professor Whitney, we learn, pronounced the words pant, gape, 
blaspheme with the vowel sound which is heard in father, or far. He 
tells us that as a boy* he learned to say ketch for catch and to give 
the same short e sound to the vowels in plague, snake, and naked. 
Deaf was quite commonly uttered as if it rhymed with leaf, though 
the pronunciation of the word usual in England was not unfamiliar. 
Speaking of the ‘ aw-sound,’ the vowel heard in cause, or in all, Pro¬ 
fessor Whitney is satisfied that in his own usage and in that of a 
large proportion of his countrymen this sound is heard in such words 
as want, 'wrong, song, which he consequently pronounced himself in a 
way that we may best represent to the eye by writing waunt, wraung, 
saung. Further, if 1 understand him aright, he himself unques¬ 
tionably used the same vowel in speaking the words God and dog 
{Gaud and daug) ; though it is only fair to say that he protests against 
the facile caricatiure to wliich such an admission may expose him.’® 

'* ‘ My place of residence and education up to sixteen years old was in 
Massachusetts, on the Connecticut lUver, at Northampton—a shire Jjown of long 
standing which in my youth had not lost its ancient and Vell-establishcd reputation 
as a home of “ old families,” and a scene of special culture and high-bred society ; the 
birthplace of President Timothy Dwight and long the home of President Jonathan 
Edwards. 

' My father was a merchant and bankei', not himself a college-taught man, but son 
of a Graduate of Harvard ; my mother’s parents were from the shore of Connecticut, 
her father a clergyman and Graduate of Yale.’ —Oriental and Linguistic Studies, 
Vol. II. p 208. 

1 can conceive that this point raighj: be contested on the ground that in the 
Century Dictimary, edited by Professor Whitney, the pronunciation referred to is 
only given as an alternative, and is then indicated by the symbol o, which, according 
to me table, represents the sound of o in nor or in off, an^ is distinguished from d, 
which stands for the au in clause. Tho.se vowels (i.e. the o in nor and the au in clause) 
are distinguished also by Mr. Alex. J. Ellis [English Pronunciation, Part IV. p. 1099) 
and by the English Historical Dictionary. But Professor Whitney was explicit in 
saying that his own pronunciation did not distinguish them. ‘ In my own usage,’ he 
writes, ‘ I am perfectly persuaded that all the words 1 have given ( form, off, song, 
caught, broad, dfec.) have precisely the same “ art-sound,” although it would be easy, 
by drawling and distorting the utterance even a very little, to make some of them 
seem ungraceful and vulgar; and 1 would say the same of Qod, dog, and their like, 
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Again Professor Whitney seems fully to endorse a peculiarity which 
used to strike me much in the speech of a Bostonian of my acquaint¬ 
ance—a peculiarity which did not in any way sound vulgar, but is 
certainly unusual in England. It is the giving of the full sound of the 
0 in note (really a diphthong, or a long vowel plus a vanishing glide '•’) 
to the 0 occurring before r in such words as glory, story, tory, &c., and 
even memoir '(!!) which are consequently uttered as glow-ry, stow-ry. 
This pronunciation is indicated,' without any alternative, right through 
the Century Dictionary ; and if the reader will look at tlie pronuncia¬ 
tion figured in that lexicon for two such words as story and stony, he 
will find that the vowels are in both cases represented as precisely 
the same stori and stu'ni. Whether Professor Whitney would also 
have accepted the strong secondary accent which the same Boston 
friend introduced in the third syllable of words like migrato'ry (almost 
migratowry), purgato'ry, &c,, his essay does not show. But the Century 
Dictionary docs not recognise it even as optional. 

Passing to another sound of o or rather u Professor Whitney 
remarks:— 

The words rood, roof, and root are words in which one often hears the 
short instead of the long sound, and root especially is very widely and 
commonly pronounced like foot. I learned it so, and still give it so, unless by 
a conscious effort. I also naturally give the same vowel soimd to does, and it 
is evidently historically older than the present approved utterance, rhyming to 
huz::. 


To follow the Professor further in his expositions of the elementary 
sounds of New England speech would only be tedious. We may briefly 
note that according to him the pronunciation of wounds (plaga?) as 
rhyming with hounds was quite common, and was not regarded as less 
educated than its alternative; also that the vowel sounds in whole and 
in none were identical to his ear, neither of them coinciding with the 
English utterance. Finally in regard to the very keenly debated ques¬ 
tion of the American u, it is sufficient to say that the list of words given, 
in which Professor Whitney recognises only a long u (the u in rude), 
where we in England iotise it (the u in pure), seems to an Englishman 
portentous, e.g. tube, tuition, nude, attune, produce, pursue, fortuitous, 
credulity, annuity, penurious, etc. In each of these cases the editor 
of thd Century Dictionary considered that the u should be spoken with 

in which many persons certainly give the “ short o sound of not." ’ Hec ‘ The 
Elements of English Pronunciation ’ in Linguistic Studies, Vol. II. p. 215. To 
Professor Whitney obviofisly the ‘ short o ’ sound in God and dog was the less 
usual. The Century gives both pronunciations as admissible, but the Standard 
only recognises the ‘short o’ sound common in this country. 

See the discussion in A. J. Ellis's Early English Pronundatim, Part IV. 
pp. 1152 and 1108. 

“ Professor Whitney names beau, yeoman, memoir and sew as pronounced with 
the same vowel sound (loc, cit. 216). 
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the full sound of oo, toohy tooition, and so on.'^ This, be it noticed, is 
no exaggeration of the English stage Yankee, but the*deliberate verdict 
of the most distinguished American orthoepist of qur times. 

The facts discussed above seem to suggest as a conclusion that 
the American projects for the reform of our common language must 
almost necessarily Tae viewed by the average Englishman with a certain 
measure of suspicion. He may be content to follow the lead of 
America in the field of mgchanical invention and in certain 
branches of science, but the spelling of English is another matter. 
For this reason I believe that there are many sincere advocates 
of a phonetic* orthography who, like myself, will regret the some¬ 
what precipitate action of President Ifoosevelt. It is the general 
reader who needs to be conciliated. The specialist is convinced* 
already. But a reform confessedly incomplete, coming from outside 
and closely associated with the prejudices which have long been 
felt against American spelling and pronunciation, can hardly make a 
favourable impression upon the public opinion of Great Britain. It is 
likely to retard rather than advance the day when the phonetic 
problem will be considered in this country with an open mind and 
purely on its own merits. 


Herbeet Thurston. 

It should perhaps be said that though the pronunciation of most American 
speakers seems to boar out the statement of Professor Whitney, the Century 
Dictionary in all these cases indicates an iotised u in accordance with English 
usage. 
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THE CHILDREN'OF FLORENCE 


There is a street in Florence of so little importance that, could 1 
* recall its name, it would probably convey nothing to the vast number 
of English people who yet know and love the city as an intimate 
friend. It is a long and winding street, and if you follow it far enough 
it will lead you almost from the heart of Florence, where life and 
business circulate incessantly round the steps of the Duomo, right 
out into the country. At one end of it the blue hiUs, except in the 
height of summer, are overtopped by a line of glistening snow; and 
if you stand at a corner midway down the street, and look towards 
the city, you will see Giotto’s Tower spring straight above the cluster¬ 
ing roofs, as transparent in its delicate tracery as the blue and golden 
sky behind it, and almost as dazzling where it is caught by the sun as 
the snow itself. There are no obvious treasures to tempt sight¬ 
seers to wander down the street, no especial buildings of historic or 
artistic interest, and yet what an inexhaustible storehouse of myster}" 
and enchantment the most insignificant byway in Florence may 
become ! Here we have two long lines of yellow houses with brown- 
tiled roofs, and beneath the carved wooden cornices an even row of 
green-shuttered windows. Over almost every door is a delicate piece 
of ironwork, generally fan-shaped and scarcely two alike. But it is 
on the ground floor that lurks the mystery, in those cavernous depths 
which now seem to run back to an unfathomable distance, and again, 
in the very next house, are only a few feet deep, a mere hole in the 
wall! Here an archway leads with unexpected abruptness into 
a beautiful Renaissance courtyard, where the Pandolfini dolphins 
on ftie capitals of the columns speak oP bygone splendour, whilst a 
few yards further on a similar archway will drop the unwary intruder 
straight into the cellar of a charcoal-burner. Or, again, the more 
majestic arch gives place to a tiny doorway, from which a steep stone 
staircase hurries straight up to unknown regions above. But these 
things which, to the trained eye of the artist who first found them 
for me, have an intrinsic value, are in my mind merely a part of the 
Street of the Children, for by no other name do I know it. Everybody 
must find his own means of approach to the innermost secrets of the 
personality whom he would know and love. And it may be that 
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because a love of children is one of the leading characteristics of the 
Florentine, that it is through her children, througli the fanciullini 
playing in her streets, j^aying on their medisevali backgrounds, that 
I sometimes think I have caught a glimpse into the ]ieart of Florence. 
Every city, and especially every Italian city, has her lovers, Florence 
perhaps more than they all; for while her beauty is there for all to 
see, and she sits on the rich plain of Tjiscany, with her lap full of the 
treasures she is so ready to shpw us, her charm is yet undefinable, 
elusive, and therefore it never tires. 

And the same elusive charm seems to belong to her children. The 
type appears to have altered little since the days when those great 
masters, strolling through the streets dJ their beloved city, caught 
and immortalised the childish forms and faces, on canvas, in stone* 
and in marble, wherewith to adorn her loveliness. It is rare to meet 
an absolutely plain child in Florence, but it is not only the dark 
eloquent eyes, the clear-cut features, the clean line of throat and 
chin, the graceful proportions of the small limbs to the body, but it is 
also a certain air of distinction and aloofness in their bearing which 
makes it a pure pleasure to watch these children at their play. I have 
heard it said that the real living child is almost as important a note 
in Florentine architecture as those charming futti which smile down 
upon us from all sorts of unexpected places, in churches, and over 
windows and archways in the street. Certainly the broad flights of 
church steps seem to afford the children a natural playgroxmd, and 
the visitor who wishes to enter must have the temerity to cross the 
chalked squares and circles upon which they play unending and 
elaborate games of hop-scotch. And it is not an unusual sight to 
find an extremely small baby seated against a mighty church door, 
such as that of Santa Croce, in complete and happy sohtude. The 
larger the door apparently the smaller should be the baby who is 
set against it. • 

But it is in the street which seems to me to belong to them, above 
all others, that I have liked best to watch the children. For here 
they may be seen and studied in their own surroundings, and of the 
invading forestieri they will take little or no notice. While the daylight 
lasts the street is their home, and from end to end, except in school 
hours, it is alive with childish noise and chatter. There are few grown¬ 
up people to be seen, and none wto show any tendency to interfere 
with the children. True, about half-way down the street there is the 
gentleman who keep* a Gran Deposito of trunks, dne ancient portman¬ 
teau representing his legitimate business, companioned by a wonderful 
toy circus cut out in cardboard. Mysterious odds and ends of iron 
and brasswork fill up the background, and the shop window is flanked 
on either side with wire baskets full of hard-boiled eggs, a never-failing 
refrain in this street, where the modern craze for specialising has not 
yet penetrated. Further up is the old woman who sells china pots 
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and canzone, sentimental poems about the rose and the nightingale, 
printed upon pink and blue and orange papers, and fastened on a 
bare space along the wail of her house. Some of the canzone are not 
printed at all, but written in a large sprawling hand on a piece of copy¬ 
book paper, and then they are sold for only one soldo instead of two, 
and the ardent lover who is also economical sometimes has to bring 
his purchase in to have it re^d aloud to him. But the children do 
not care for these things. Near the tqp of the street is a greengrocer’s 
stall, and who that knows Florence does not know the greengrocers ? 
This one is content with a mere recess in the wall, with folding shutters 
which open outwards. Bach morning he industriously hangs his 
wares upon all the myriad little nails he has driven into his shutters— 
‘bunches of pink yotmg radishes, fresh green leeks, strings of onions 
stretched across the opening. And on the shelf, arranged in skilful 
picturesque confusion, are cauliflowers* lettuces, red tomatoes, heaps 
of oranges and lemons, their leaves still clustering upon them, bright 
patches of colour against the cavernous background; and where a gap 
occurs there are always the hard-boiled eggs. All the patient industry 
of the Italian race asserts itself in this unwearied individual, who so 
elaborately builds up his hoUega in the morning, parts apparently with 
little during the day, and demolishes the whole edifice each evening. 

At the very entrance to the street is a bird shop, a place of wonder 
and delight to the children, and indeed to all who have ever given 
a serious thought to the question of bird-cages. Here are cages of 
green wood, of red wood, of blue wood, brilliant and faded, bell-shaped, 
square, large and small, and all arranged with a great and apparent 
carelessness and as genuine an eye for efiect as the leeks and the 
radishes of the greengrocer. Certainly a curious sense of proportion 
pertains in Florence. Just as the rule of the children seems to be that 
the larger, the church door the smaller the baby, so here it is the 
larger the bird the smaller the cage. An immense pigeon endeavours 
to turn itself slowly round for the benefit of an admiring childish 
audience in a minute wicker cage which can scarcely contain its 
unwieldy proportions, whilst tiny foreign birds with glowing plumage 
are able to take quite considerable flights in their green wooden prison 
whi<^ occupies the length of the window. As I have said, the Florentine 
child takes but little notice of the passing stranger, and in this he 
differs amazingly from the frivolous child of Siena. How much of 
the past history of these rival republics can, I wonder, be traced to this 
curious difference in temperament! Even in thd street which I regard 
as their own, and where foreign intruders are few enough, the children 
are smilingly indifferent to their presence. A boy rather bigger than 
the rest has found a small hand-wagon, standing outside the stall 
of the greengrocer, who presumably has gone to his dinner. Into this 
he has crowded his younger brethren, and careers wildly down the 
street, a cartload of shouting, exultant blue pinafores behind him. 
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The aged, wrinkled grandmother who sells the canzone, presumably 
in charge of all the community whilst the parents are at work, looks 
out of her doorway to admonish them, but ve^ mildly, and she smiles 
at little Guido with his name embroidered in red letters on his black 
pinafore who is playing in the gutter. She smiles also indulgently 
at the forestieri who are showing such surprising interest in the ordinary 
and trivial amusements of her young charges. But Guido has caught 
the sound of military music far away in the great world, and is clatter¬ 
ing up the street as fast as his little legs can carry him. If he charges 
into the interloping strangers that is their fault, they can have no 
possible businfess in the street, but he ^bestows upon their injured 
persons a discreet and charming smile as he gallops on his way. Almost, 
but not quite, for he stands in wholesome awe of his own oontem-* 
poraries, he collides with a row of little girls, who arm in arm are 
dancing down to meek him, tfieir backs indifferently turned to that 
gay scene towards which he is flying. They are not above a coquettish 
glance at the strangers as they toss their curls out of their eyes /ind 
chant their quaint little song of the city which yet seems to have a 
refrain of La Bella Napola. Presently the row breaks, the little 
girls group themselves in a circle round a toddling boy they have 
captured, and as they slowly revolve begin to sing what is obviously 
the equivalent of ‘ A ring a ring of roses ’ as danced and sung in 
approved fashion in an English nursery. The tune is certainly the 
same, but the words are addressed to ‘ Maria Giulia,’ though whether 
this refers to the baby in the middle or to some pagan deity remains 
a mystery. Too obvious a curiosity upon the part of the bystander 
merely results in a dispersal of the ring, and a reforming of the row, 
which moves to a safer distance. 

But the noonday sun is exceedingly hot, and one small boy has 
twisted his graceful limbs round the stone upright fountain, and in 
this contorted attitude he is endeavouring to adjust his mouth to that 
of the dolphin from which the water gushes. That a younger boy 
with a stick at least six times as long as himself should interfere with 
these efforts is inevitable; but when might has once again proved 
right, the loan of the stick for three blessed minutes appears to restore 
complete tranquillity. So the sun blazes and the children shout, and 
the grandmother sleeps composedly, for customers are few, and it is 
seldom that a cart or a carriage comes down the street to interrupt 
them. Only in the distance can be heard the roar of grown-up life and 
business. o • 

But just as there are few parents in the street at this hour, so 
there are very few babies—babies, that is, who are too small to play. 
The reason of this is not very far to seek. Grandmothers who sell 
sentimental poem^ cannot always be trusted, and babies are very 
precious possessions in Florence. Only half a mile away, on the 
ground floor of a house, which in greater days might have been a 
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palace, is a nursgry where the babies pass happy and well-cared-for 
days while their mothers are away at work. The criche of Santa 
Caterina was founded ^ome years ago by a rich and philanthropic 
Florentine lady, and was confided to the care of the same order of 
Sisters who are responsible for the wellbeing of the little foundlings at 
the Hospital of the Innocenti. The nurseries open off a courtyard 
surrounded by a little cloister, t In the middle of the court are a couple 
of palms and an ancient well where the pigeons come down to drink 
and to look at the babies. Only a headless wooden horse occupies 
the court to-day, for in spite of the sunshine a cold wind is blowing 
and the babies are considered safer indoors. Here, in rhe bright airy 
nursery with its polished floor, a little row of them is seated on a 
tiny wooden bench, each seat being separated by minute wooden 
arms from its neighbour. In front of them is a proportionately tiny 
desk attached to the bench, upon which are placed their toys. 
By this arrangement they are quite safe. These mites range in age 
from about six months to two years, and only the eldest of them 
could have been expected to support himself upright in the centre of 
the ring for that mysterious game of Maria Giulia. Beyond a well- 
aimed blow directed at a neighbour on either side, the sturdiest of 
these infants cannot get into a great deal of mischief. In the middle 
of the room is a curious circular wooden frame in which the babies 
may teach themselves to walk. An atom of nine months is making 
valiant efforts to maintain her equilibrium inside this ingenious con¬ 
struction at the moment that we enter. ‘ That is Anastasia,’ says 
the Sister proudly; ‘ she is very active, but she cannot hurt herself ’; 
and so it appears. Little cots are ranged round the walls, for as the 
Sister explains, with luidisguised relief, at their age some of the day 
may be dedicated to sleep. Over the cots are coloured texts, alternat¬ 
ing with ir\pre mundane matter among which are two gaudy advertise¬ 
ments of English soap. ‘ Good children never cry.’ Bambini buoni 
gridano mai is writ large over the door. ‘ And do they never cry ? ’ 
is my indiscreet inquiry. The Sister smiles demurely. ‘ In the 
summer when they can play in the court, and in the winter when they 
sleep, all is well—they are good, Signorina; but sometimes, in the 
spring, when the east wind blows ’—she raises her hands expressively— 

‘ one'begins, and then they may cry all together for days.’ At that 
moment the little Anastasia, whose legs have crumpled up under her 
inside the frame, and who is disinclined to make the effort to rise again 
imassisted, sets up a wail of dissatisfaction. The Sister darts to her 
rescue, but there is no remonstrance, no discipline enforced. The 
baby is gathered to warmth and comfort—these women have the true 
instinct, or else are admirably trained into a semblance of maternity— 
cajoled and comforted and carried off to her cot to rest. This she 
does not immediately consent to do, and remembering the tradition 
of the east wind, which is certainly blowing this April day, we wait 
anxiously for the chorus of lamentation from her companions which 
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may be expected to follow. But the babies upon their benches remain 
tolerably good and silent for the moment. A little confidential 
murmur over the toys, an occasional threatening ^owl like that of a 
puppy as a favourite top or ball is snatched by'a marauding neighbour, 
alone disturb the peace at this end of the nursery. Perhaps they 
are a bttle overawed by the visitors, though even at this tender age 
they have the same air of aloofness as the older children. On a shelf 
over Anastasia’s cot sits a charming but dissipated Punchinello, who 
for ever smiles and tries to clap £is cymballed hands, regardless of the 
fact that his spinal cord has long been broken. Above this amiable 
reprobate hang,the words, painted in gold letters upon a silver ground, 

‘ And Thy Guardian.Angel shall watch Ov&r thee.’ The profanity is 
naturally unconscious, and the little Anastasia will sleep none the, 
worse for the peculiar guardian whom chance has selected to watch 
over her slumbers. But now 4t is near dinner-time; little tongues 
are suddenly let loose upon the benches, and some powerful lungs are 
being exercised to express disapproval of what seems to their owners 
an unconscionable delay. The tired face of the Sister as she p&rts 
from us in the cloister leads us into yet another indiscretion. ‘ And 
do you never get tired of them, do you never go away ? ’ But this 
time she is really pained. ‘ We never get tired of the babies,’ she 
replies with mild reproof, ‘ and as for going away, chi h sa, Signorina ? 

1 may be here to-day and gone to-morrow, to Rome, to Sicily, even to 
South America, who knows; we are all soldiers, we obey orders.’ Then, 
unbending a little, for she sees that genuine interest and not mere 
curiosity has prompted the question, she adds, with more animation, 

‘ but the Signore should ask to see the hospital of the Innocent!, that is 
our real work,’ 

It is no distance from the crirhe of Santa Cateriua to the piazza 
outside the church of the Santissima Annimziata, where for four and a 
half centuries, childhood, depicted in its most beautiful, Snd at the 
same time its most pathetic, aspect, has looked down upon the busy 
life for ever hurrying by. This piazza is, perhaps, the place of all 
others in Florence where the inveterate loafer unwilling to leave the 
sunshine, and satiated for the moment with the treasures of church 
and picture galler}’’, may fee) justified in lingering. It may be added 
that the steps under the graceful arcade which faces the Innocenti 
Hospital offer an obvious and desfra,blc resting-place. An incessant 
stream of life flows daily through the piazza, trams laden with country 
people returning fro^ market, bound for the heights of Fiesole, and 
with city folk also, perhaps only going a couple of hundred yards, 
for nobody in Florence walks if he can drive ; whilst long carts of the 
country rattle after them, carrying tmoe as much of humanity as they 
are intended to hold. And yet this square, one of the busiest in the 
city, retains a curious atmosphere of repose. Possibly it is because 
the traffic never pauses nor diverges from its course to disturb the 
.harmony about it, but is rather like a stream flowing through a quiet 
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meadow. At least this is how I have found it on week-days. On 
Sundays and on ftstas, when the fashionable world flocks to the Church 
of the Annunziata and to the Chapel of the Innocenti, it is another 
matter. Here a few children are generally playing, but in a quiet and 
orderly fashion, about the bronze and marble sea monsters of Tacca, 
which serve as fountains. Upon the right the great bronze statue of 
Dulie Ferdinand the First, seated on his horse, gazes for ever at a blank 
window in the palace, where ohcc the bust of his lady smiled back at 
him. Theirs was surely a meritonous dilatoriness, for had the 
wooing been conducted with the heat and fervour extolled by youth, 
another bloody crime would have been added to the dqmestic history 
of Florence. So there he stands, a mighty monupaent to the negative 
.virtue of delay ! But it is the lovely facade of the Foundling Hospital, 
the Spedale degl’ Innocenti, which gives its chief beauty and character 
to the piazza. To all those who know Florence, it is sufficiently 
familiar. The long harmonious lines of Brunelleschi’s design, suggest¬ 
ing a rare combination of strength and simplicity, the wide shallow 
step's, the roimded columns, and, above the arches, the della Robbia 
medallions of the swaddled babies, the blue of the porcelain con¬ 
trasting very graciously with the sad grey of the stone. Each exquisite 
representation of helpless infancy differs from the other, each instinct 
with life and grace and pathos. For over four hundred years the 
colouring of these medallions has withstood wind and weather, for 
did not Luca find out the secret—which he transmitted to his nephew 
Andiea, amongst whose early work the medallions have been classed— 
of beautv in external decoration which could safely be used dove sono 
acque ? In the courtyard of the Hospital, over the round arches of the 
cloisters, the design of the swaddled babies is repeated ; but here, 
though the delicate blue and grey colouring is the same, the babies 
are only painted upon plaster. Above them, on the upper storey, 
painted in •the same manner, are the instruments of the Passion, the 
cock of the Bigallo, and repeated at intervals the porta, the gate, 
which is the badge of the Guild of Silk Workers. 

The building of the Spedale degl’ Innocenti, which may well, both 
for age and beauty, as well as for scientific development, stand before 
all the foundling hospitals of the world, is not so old as the actual 
societf, for MSS. containing lists of regulations for such a society for the 
protection of foundling children, dated in the twelfth century, exist 
amongst the archives of Florence. But in the fifteenth century, in 
1421, owing to the eloquent appeal of Leonardo Bruni, the famous 
scholar, and secretary of the Republic, who, as his monument in 
Santa Croce tells us, ‘ enjoyed the sunshine of favour in the palace of 
Cosimo de’ Medici,’ the Hospital as we see it to-day was actually founded. 
There is perhaps no stronger testimony to the Florentine love of little 
children than is to be found in the names of the great masters of that 
magnificent period who gave their work to adorn with exquisite and 
tender sentiment the refuge of destitute and nameless infancy. 
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In the gloom of the cloister, over the entrance to the Church of 
the Innocenti, gleams a beautiful della Eobbia reflief of the Annun¬ 
ciation, surroimded with its lovely garland of cherub heads. In the 
church itself, behind the altar, Ghirlandajo’s Adoration of the Magi, with 
the two little murdered innocents who, kneeling in their white robes 
before the SavioUr, have entered into glory, conveys the same feeling 
of gentle compassion for the young and helpless which Is the dominating 
note in all the decoration of the Hospital. We find it again in the 
pictures in the board room, in the work of Piero di Cosimo, Ghir¬ 
landajo’s predella, and in that most tender picture of Filippo Lippi’s, 
in which a boy angel brings the Christ Child to the Madonna. It 
repeats itself in the minutest detail of decoration in the interior, in 
the winged heads of the jmlti over the doorways ; and there is always 
the same sense of harmony with Brunelleschi’s bold and simple design, 
as in the medallions over the arcade without. The Hospital was for 
a time generously assisted by the Medicean Grand Dukes, Ifhose busts 
stand under the arcade, patrons of the artists who were employed 
upon the building, but it was placed at the outset especially under 
the management of the Guild of Silk Weavers, who endowed it with 
a tax on every pound of silk spun or woven in Florence. Very soon 
a papal bull raised it to the dignity of an ‘ ecclesiastical place,* a 
dignity which it enjoys to the present day. 

For a time, after its foundation, very few babies were brought to 
the Hospital; perhaps the mothers were a little shy of the sumptuous 
building and the grand-ducal patronage. Their anonymity was how¬ 
ever completely secured, for the babies were, as they still are, of so 
tender an age that they could be passed through the bars of a window 
which has only recently been walled up. The first infant to be so 
received was baptized on the 5th of February, 1445, and was named 
Agata Smeralda. Gradually, in those early days the society increased 
its funds by the absorption of smaller analogcws institufions, such as 
the Hospital of La Scala, and in time it became possessed of consider¬ 
able property in the city. Everybody who knows the streets of 
Florence must have noticed over the doors of certain houses the 
sign of the swaddled babies, painted on plaster, which marks them as 
the property of the Innocenti. In spite of so prosperous a beginning, 
the Hospital of the Innocents has passed through more than one severe 
financial crisis. More especially was this the case during the occupa¬ 
tion of the French, when Napoleon, with his particular genius for 
using up waste ma;l;crial, decreed that all foundlings of the male sex 
over the age of fourteen should be enrolled in a boy regiment, whilst 
those between eleven and fourteen should be utilised as middies. 
Four centuries and a half have passed since Agata Smeralda was 
received, with how much interest and ill-suppressed agitation, we 
may imagine, by the initiators of this princely scheme. Much water 
has flowed under the bridge since then, and at the present day between 
seven and eight thousand foundlings are annually supported by the 
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society, although comparatively few of them are housed in the actual 
building. 

The history of the Innocent! Hospital is a curious and instructive 
study in evolution. Here £he babies are still swaddled in the approved 
Tuscan fashion, which has never changed with the ages, and which is 
immortalised in the della Robbia medallions. And not so long ago 
an administrative council was formed whose sole object is to see that 
every newest and most sanitary invention and practice is employed 
for the benefit of these nameless waifs, who are lodged and fed and 
nursed upon the best and most scientific principles in Europe. No 
heir to a kingdom could be reared upon more hygienic methods or, 
we may add, be more tenderly'cared for. Art is long, as every stone 
of Brunelleschi’s building and its decorations indicates, but that 
life, if it must still be limited in duration, shall have the best possible 
chance from the beginning, no matter how doubtful that beginning 
may have been, is now the one preoccupation of the Council of 
Administration and of the Sisters of Charity who perform the active 
and practical work of the institution. The good Sister who does the 
honours of the Hospital, older, and for that reason, perhaps, more placid 
and less weary in appearance than our friend at the creche, is naturally 
interested rather in the modern improvements wrought by scientific 
discovery than in the beautiful setting and the original elements 
upon which the present conditions of hygienic perfection have been 
grafted. Her face lights up with genuine satisfaction when she 
realises that we do not merely want to see the pictures, admire the 
excellent proportions of the cloister, and hasten with aU speed into 
the chapel, but that we are genuinely interested in the babies them¬ 
selves and in every domestic detail of their arrangements. And so, 
with pardonable pride and pleasure, she conducts us to the spotless 
room which has replaced that barred window of former days through 
which the 80 *ft little bodies must have been pushed with very con¬ 
siderable discomfort. Here they are received—and they may be a 
few hours or a few days old—duly registered, and a religious medal 
is hung round the neck of each infant, by which it may be identified 
through life. Here is the weighing machine, and the rows of hot 
cupboards where the tiny garments in which they are to be clothed 
are duly warmed. We see and admire the latest invention for sterilising 
milk, and the immense shoot by which the soiled linen is sent straight 
down into the laundry. It has been no easy matter to convert one 
of the most beautiful'of mediaeval buildings intq a modem nursery, 
and that this has been successfully accomplished without stmctural 
alteration or tampering with its admirable proportions is a triumph of 
ingenuity and good taste. No corners are allowed, every angle has 
been carefully rounded, so that the microbes may have no convenient 
resting place. In the ward set apart for infectious cases, there are 
glass panes let into the dividing wall in order that all direct contact 
with the Sisters nursing the little patients may be avoided, and that 
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they may yet when necessary be superintended at their work. Of course, 
these babies have their own doctor. What indeed ha^ve they not ? Out 
in the old garden, itsejf four or five hundred years old, they keep 
their own beautiful white cow, who, sumpluously lodged in a white 
enamelled room, with a floor polished like a mirror, has little enough 
in common with* her mediaeval setting. And yet to reach this most 
hygienic stable we pass along the vei^ gallery by which the members 
of the Me(hci family were woi^t to slip through to Mass in the church 
without being observed. Each successive cow pays with her hfe 
for her exalted position, since before the lymph can be used to vacci¬ 
nate the little foundlings, and indeed all the aristocratic babies of 
Tuscany, she must be killed in order *that her complete healthiness 
may be duly certified. Up in the long rows of night nurseries, each 
white cot hangs beside the bed of the nurse told off to attend to the 
little occupant. Beyond is the great circular day nursery, with its 
wide windows looking across a foreground of housetops to Fiesole 
and the blue hills in the distance, to the vineyards clothed in their 
delicate young green, here and there a clump of grey olives or a lower¬ 
ing almond amongst them, and below to the Arno glistening in the sun. 
In the middle of the room is a large table covered with all the necessary 
appliances of the toilet. The nurses sit round in a circle dressed in 
thick white washing material, each with a httle stiff baby on her 
knee, with helpless hanging head and tiny combative fists, yet, 
swaddled in its white bands and supported by its pillow, able ap¬ 
parently at two or three days old to stand as upright as any sentinel. 
The nurses, fine handsome women some of them, the majority of 
whom, poor souls, have forfeited their legitimate claim to motherhood, 
are yet inordinately proud of their adopted charges, and there is much 
rivalry for the notice of the visitors. The babies however are less 
pleased with our attentions. One unhappy mite of a week old offers 
a feeble whimper of protest at its nurse’s ^ell-intenJed efforts to 
transfer it to unfamiliar and less practised arms. Some slightly older 
and much lustier voices join in a chorus, which is echoed in different 
keys from every night nursery in the budding, and, mindful of that 
hint about the east wind, we hasten after the Sister into the wardrobe 
room, where are cupboards full of the babies’ trousseaux waiting 
to go away with them, cabh little bundle neatly tied up with green 
ribbons. 

The question inevitably arises in the mind of the visitors what is 
to become of these waifs, nurtured in the fiAt few weeks of their 
lives with such infinite care, in the hard future that the world too 
often holds in store for fomidlings ? 

But the Sister expresses surprise, not unmixed vdth reproach, at 
our anxiety. Why, surely they will be well cared for! The bambini, 
she explains, when they are little more than a fortnight old, are sent 
out into the country to the peasants, but before they go the woman 
who is to take charge of them has to come and stay a day or two at 
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the Hospital in order that she may learn her duties, and that the 
authorities may decide whether she be worthy of her charge. Wher¬ 
ever the baby goes fhere is a ‘ correspondent ’ who reports upon its 
progress. ‘ In the country they are so happy, i poveri' exclaims the 
Sister. ‘ They grow fat and rosy, and the people love them as well 
as their own children; sometimes they even adopt' them.’ If this 
does not happen, the foundlings are brought back when they are 
older, and work is found for them, but it is always with reluctance 
that the adopted parents see them go. For the girls, most of whom 
are placed in service, the Council of Administration holds itself re¬ 
sponsible until they are thirty-five, and if in that interval, as is usual, 
they marry, it provides them "with a suitable dowTy. Surely this is 
a paradise for children, where every detail of their future is so carefully 
thought out, and perhaps it is a reminiscence of certain unsavoury 
newspaper tales of our own country, ‘of baby-farmers, and other 
means by which illegitimate and pauper children are sometimes dis¬ 
posed of, which causes the Sister to read incredulity upon our faces. 

‘ The signore should go out into the country and see them,’ she ex¬ 
claims reproachfully. Sometimes, owing to death or some other 
cause, seldom indeed to ill-treatment, it is necessary to change the 
little ones’ homes, and then they come back to the Hospital for a ^usit. 
As the Sister is speaking we pass into a smaller room, where, seated 
on the floor on half a dozen cushions, are as many babies, boys and 
girls, ranging in age from six to eighteen months. Very charming 
babies they are, almost any one of whom might have sat in the della 
Robbia studio for Master Andrea. They are all in clean pink pina¬ 
fores, thick socks, and stout boots, their curly hair, in the case of the 
girls, tied up with pink ribbons, while the boys’ heads are neatly 
shaven. They have rather the appearance of young birds, full- 
fledged be it understood, for the dark eyes are all fixed in expect¬ 
ancy upon a sweet-fac^d young Sister, who, passing slowly down the 
little row, drops pieces of carefully soaked bread into the open mouths, 
the wide wings of her white cap aiding the suggestion of the mother 
bird. 

Before we go we are allowed a glimpse into what is perhaps the 
most pathetic, if not indeed the only really pathetic room in the 
Hospiwl. This is the room of the Archives bi the Innocenti, where, on 
shelves upon shelves, are stored the records of the life of each child 
who has found shelter as a foundling since the days of Agata Smeralda. 
Every tiny incident ift its career is here faithfufly narrated—every¬ 
thing indeed, except its name; for the incognUo of all the babies, 
even where the parentage is known, is preserved with scrupulous 
completeness. But it must not be supposed that any child goes 
through life nameless. Directly an infant has been received into the 
Hospital and registered, it is carried across into the Church of the 
Innocenti and duly baptized at the only font in Florence where 
baptisms are permitted, outside the Baptistery. Here it is given a 
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name to serve, in much the same spirit as it is given its religious 
medal, and naturally only the Sisters are in attendance. There is 
no christening party, ,no proud father and gr|,ndmother and rela¬ 
tions to watch the salt put in the protesting baby’s mouth, and oil 
poured upon his head, such as may be seen almost any day of the 
week in Giotto’s Baptistery. The baby can obviously have no sur¬ 
name unless the kind-hearted peasant who, later, is to take him into 
his home will provide him ^pth that also. But, after all, there is 
perhaps less opportunity for the bad fairies to be present at a christen¬ 
ing where the mundane element is so conspicuous by its absence, 
and where Stich perfect expressions of allied beauty and innocence 
have been set to guard the entrance. Once a year, on the Saturday 
before Easter, the font is blessed with much solemnity, and a gralld 
christening takes place, to which outsiders by favour are admitted,, 
of the fortunate baby who at this propitious moment is the last to 
have been received into the Hospital. 

‘ The signore should go out into the country and see them.’^ The 
good Sister’s words recur to me as the light two-wheeled cart swings 
perilously round a sharp corner, crosses a little bridge, and stops 
with a jerk before a row of two or three whitewashed cottages. This 
is the Street of the Hundred Stars, a magnificent high-sounding 
name indeed to bestow upon a handful of little houses set down by 
the roadside in the midst of the 'poderi, a couple of miles out of 
Florence ! And this is the village school to which the owner of the 
cart has given us an introduction. We are told that it is a rather 
superior school, for the parents pay here for the education of their 
children. Therefore it docs not seem very probable that we shall 
find any foundlings among them. The interior, however, is modest 
enough—a brick floor, white-washed walls, a large placid school¬ 
mistress, beaming with human kindness, and five or^six children 
who may be any age between four and ten.* The visitors are wel¬ 
comed with enthusiasm, a blessed interruption no doubt to teacher 
and pupils alike. An excursion into the stone kitchen, where a 
beauti ul carved mantelpiece seems to suggest that the house has 
known better days before the education of the village children was 
brought into question, and two rickety chairs are produced for our 
accommodation. We beg* that there may be no disturbance of the 
ordinary course of study. The request seems to be superfluous. 
One boy alone, the eldest apparently of the party, a picturesque 
figure in rusty green and a slouch felt hat, which he retains upon his 
dark curls, sits writing at a wooden table, his chair tip-tilted, his 
nose extremely near the inkpot, much of the contents of which 
has been already scattered upon his person through the medium of a 
fine steel pen with which he is laboriously tracing letters in a copy¬ 
book. He is apparently the unwilling sacrifice offered upon the 
altar of education for the whole school. Leaning against the table 
is another and a younger boy, his arms crossed, his head laid repose- 
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fully upon them, his sleepy attention very fairly divided between 
the work of the scribe and the movements of the visitors. Round 
the room at intervals, upon extremely small rush-bottomed arm¬ 
chairs, such as are sold in the market at Prato, are two or three yet 
smaller boys, their blue linen overalls and scarlet caps lending 
bright touches of colour to the interior. Their little legs, clad in the 
usual thick woollen stockings and stout boots, are e\ddently intended 
by nature for running rather than for sitting still. But very still 
they are expected to sit, their fat arms folded upon their chests, and 
if it is all that is expected of them, it seems at this moment to be 
a good deal. One little boy near the door permits himself to gaze 
wistfully out upon the sim-baked road, upon the row of poplars 
which skirts the vineyard opposite, and the rapid dart of a lizard 
across the doorstep threatens for the moment to overrule his self- 
restraint. Presently his head nods forward, Sjud his body appears 
to be in imminent danger of precipitating itself to the ground, but 
no doubt since it only rocks on the seat, daily practice has taught 
him to maintain his equilibrium. Another sweet fair blue-eyed 
baby of four, fair and stolid enough to belong to the Saxon rather 
than the Latin race, watches the visitors for a time with unwinking 
gaze. At intervals, however, the tight clasp of the chubby hands 
upon his elbows relaxes, the white beautifully modelled eyelids, 
which alone would proclaim him a Florentine, fall over the blue 
eyes. Only for a moment, however, he yawns, slowly, deliberately, 
clasps his elbows a little tighter, for this is obviously a child of deter¬ 
mination, and resumes his stare. Poor babies ! the atmosphere is close. 
They have probably dined well on macaroni or polenta, and it would 
really be easier for them to be mastering their letters than retaining 
this painful rigidity. They must envy a rusty black kitten of amazing 
agility, whiph careens with irritating freedom about the room in 
pursuit of its own tail, the flies, or any other object of passing interest. 
There is only one little girl present, and she finds sufficient occupa¬ 
tion in leaning against the back of the schoolmistress’s chair. The 
appearance of a sketch book has made her self-conscious ; she giggles 
openly, thereby upsetting the boy at the table, for which they both 
receiv^ a whispered, but evidently mild remonstrance from their 
placid instructress. The end of school hours is, however, approaching. 
From a nail on the wall above her head the school dame reaches 
down a slate —TvUi huoni —all good—^is briefly inscribed upon it 
in enormous letters, and it is then restored to its*place, that all who 
run may read of the virtue of her establishment. Well, the curri¬ 
culum is at least simple. How astonished this amiable lady would 
be if she were told that at the present moment our country is tom 
asunder over the vexed question of the education of our children! 
No doubt the village priest holds this little school in the hollow of 
his hand; but of instruction, religious or secular, there appears to 
be very little—^merely to learn to sit still can surely offer no ground 
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for controversy. After all, the schoolmistress cannot tell us much 
about her pupils when they have clattered out* into the sunshine. 
But that it is a paying school she is careful to impress upon us. 
Yes, she admits, in her easy good-natured fashion, the peasants do 
adopt their foundlings sometimes. They are always good to them— 
they become as* their own. Sometimes they even love them better 
than their own, and who is she that^he should know the difference ! 

And so in the evening we come back to the Street of the Children, 
and I confess that, in spite of all the care and tenderness with which 
we have seen the babies of Florence surrounded in their institutions 
and schools,* it is with something of relief that I find myself again 
among these merry irresponsible little* beings, most of whom at all 
events own their full complement of parents, and who for the momeitt, 
the schools being let loose, are quite imtrammelled by law or regula-_^ 
tion. Yet here also the atmosphere is a little subdued. Giotto’s Tower 
stands clear against a pale opal sky, inevitably reminding one of the 
lilies of the fields of the Mugello, where the boy was found tending 
or neglecting his father’s sheep. Surely they were in his mind when 
he planned and reared this lovely fabric. 

Upon the doorsteps clumps of little girls sit very close together 
like birds on a perch, whispering those secrets which little girls whisper 
all the world over, and which the boys must not hear, and which 
grown-up people could not possibly understand. At a window a fair- 
haired child, who should surely have wings about her head, leans out 
to throw down bread to a httle girl in the street below, who holds 
up her skirt to receive it. 

The greengrocer has already laboriously demolished his whole 
edifice of vegetables, and closed his shutters. The birdcage man is 
preparing to follow his example, and the many cages are being care¬ 
fully conveyed into some hidden recess, to appear hke the leeks and 
the onions upon the morrow. Even the hard-boiled eggs have nearly 
gone, and the grandmother is removing her camone from the board 
on which all day they have exposed their tender sentiments. Groups 
of untiring little boys still shout and race up and down the street; but 
Guido’s father has returned to lead him, an only half-reluctant captive, 
to supper and bed. Down the street come the tired mothers, who, 
the day’s work over, have* been to fetch their babies from the crlHie. 
Clean, well-fed and sleepy, the little creatpres may be exchanging 
the peaceful atmosphere with which the kind Sisters surround them 
for the bustle and fatter and discussions of thfeir own less clean and 
airy homes. But .they are quite content, as they nestle against 
the gaudy handkerchiefs which adorn their mothers’ shoulders, and 
gaze out upon the shadowy world with dark solemn ‘eyes. For will 
they not find awaiting them that atmosphere of love which seems to 
be the indisputable birthright of every child that is born in Florence ? 


[Rose M. Beadley. 
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GEOGRAPHY IN OUR PUBLIC SCHOOLS 

We should think but little o‘f the possessor of a great estate, which 
he owed to the energy and industry of his forefathers, if he took no 
interest in its development; was ignorant of its capacities, boundaries, 
and extent; had never visited its outljnng portions, and merely 
contented himself with spending the income' which its possession 
secured him. For such an one the condemnation of the world 
would be general, for the obvious reason that the possession of 
property is universally admitted to entail certain accompanying 
responsibihties. 

In many ways the inhabitants of the British Isles, and especially 
the wealthier classes of the population, have something in common 
with the inheritor of a great estate. By the energy, skill and per¬ 
severance of their ancestors vast dominions all over the world have 
been secured in perpetuity for the enjoyment of the Anglo-Saxon race, 
and a natural and splendid outlet for the expansion of the siirplus 
population is afforded in every portion of the British Empire. For 
while every inch of land in the old country has long since passed 
into private ownership, the poorest British emigrant, without losing 
those privileges of citizenship which are his inalienable right, can 
at a minimum of cost, and in several cases at practically no cost at 
all, obtain the privilege of securing for himself under the British flag, 
and in some portion of a British colony, governed according to the 
common law of the motherland, ample acreage to provide a prosperous 
home for himself and his children. To hken the inhabitants of the 
British Isles to the inheritors of a vast and magnificent estate is, 
therdfore, no unmeaning comparison; a*nd the responsibilities of 
heirship are only increased by the fact that the Empire is an estate 
of unparalleled magnificence. Educationally, in such ciremn- 
stances as these, it would seem a matter of course that a certain pro¬ 
portion of time should be set apart for the study and adequate com¬ 
prehension of the diverse lands and territories which together form 
BO valuable ami enduring an asset; and, especially, it might a friori 
have been considered certain that in the great English public schools, 
which to so large an extent represent the wealth, the commerce, 
and the culture of England, the intelhgent study of geography would 
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be insisted on and duly provided for, not merely as an admirable 
educational exercise, but (at least in reference to the British posses¬ 
sions over the seas) as a matter of the strictest practical import. 
While a French boy belonging to the wealthiet classes might be 
expected to learn geography as part of a liberal education, it might 
reasonably have been supposed that an English public-school boy 
would, for practical reasons alone, receive a far more thorough and 
comprehensive geographical education* at least in regard to all those 
portions of the globe which ailfe integral portions of the Empire of 
which he is a member. 

As a matter of fact the case is almost exactly the reverse of what 
might have reasonably been anticipated on a 'priori grounds. The 
average French boy "has probably a far better acquaintance with the 
geography of the world than the average English boy of the same class ; 
while, if we turn to England itself, we find that, so far as the teaching 
of geography is concerned, the average Board school is probably 
ahead of the average public school; while in some secondary schools 
the methods adopted are incomparably superior to anything that»has 
been accomplished on the average in our great public schools. 

That there has been some improvement in the last few years I 
would not, of course, wish to deny ; but even now the general system, 
or want of system, is singularly inadequate to the legitimate demands 
of an important and most practical subiect; and in not a few instances 
very little progress seems to have been made in the ludicrously in¬ 
efficient methods which were in vogue at Eton a quarter of a century 
ago. As an excellent object-lesson of a negative land let me briefly 
recall the plan (if it can be so called) by which geography was sup¬ 
posed to be taught in the lower forms at Eton in the ’seventies and 
’eighties. (I say the lower forms advisedly, because in the upper 
forms even this method of instruction was abandoned, and when a 
boy had reached a certain stage in the fifth foriji he was presumably 
supposed to have acquired sufficient geographical knowledge to enable 
him to dispense altogether with further assistance.) 

The plan was as follows. Every week the form-master gave out 
in class the name of a certain country or other division of the world’s 
surface which was to be reproduced as a map by each student of 
the division.' This map w,as set several days before it had to be 
shown up, so that there was practically a whole week open for its 
preparation. These maps, moreover, were marked as part of the 
weekly work, so that in any case where there was keen competition 
for the first place it Ijecame not only desirable, but indeed essential, 
for the leading boys in the class to produce such a map as should 
obtain full marks. Those who have never been at a public school can 
scarcely conceive what a spirit of keen, though friendly, emulation 
is produced among the leading boys of any particular class by a 
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system of weekly marks; and this generous rivalry was never more 
manifestly exhibited than in the case of these weekly maps. The 
leading boys of the division would spend as much as ten to twelve 
hours a week on their individual maps, and the result from an artistic 
point of view was quite admirable. Many of these maps were, in 
fact, almost perfect as works of art, being coloured in the most exquisite 
way, while thef names of the towns, &o., were filled in with the most 
delicate and accurate penmanship. Indeed, it was commonly reported 
(and even at this distance of time I see no reason for doubting the 
truth of the report) that one of these weekly maps was so exquisitely 
reproduced that the form-master had it framed and hung up in his 
study 'pouT encowager les awtres. But the result, though admirable, 
..really had little or nothing to do with the teaching of geography. 
What uxis taught (and taught very well, though I am inchned to 
think at some waste of time) was calligraphy. The real, and in fact 
the sole, object in view being marks, the aim of each boy was to produce 
such a map as from the point of view of outward efiect might be pro¬ 
nounced perfect; and this half a dozen of the leading boys probably 
managed to efiect every week. But their primary object being a 
high place in class, they cared nothing for the subject-matter of their 
illustrations. Whether it was China, Italy, or Austraha that they 
were depicting was all the same to them. When the map was shown 
up the business was done, and they were not questioned as to their 
knowledge of its contents. The consequence was that the names 
were copied down parrot fashion, whether the place were Hong Kong 
or Naples being a matter of complete indifference ; the one important 
thing was to transcribe each individual name in the most exquisite 
style of penmanship. The geographical knowledge thus acquired 
was (I speak from bitter experience) nil. Indeed, those who have 
never tried this method can scarcely realise that it is possible to 
transcribe’during a«period of several hours every name on a map 
such as Italy, and yet at the end be totally ignorant of the geography 
of the country. I remember in particular one boy, who was a brilliant 
classical scholar, and subsequently at the university carried off 
almost every possible university distinction. I doubt if any of my 
contemporaries spent a longer time on their weekly maps or produced 
(after, it must be remembered, ten to twelve hours’ weekly labour) 
such brilliant results. Yet when he was at the university, I remember, 
on a question arising as to some geographical point, that, notwith¬ 
standing the number of hours which he had nominally devoted to 
geography at Eton, he revealed almost complete ignorance on what 
was really a very elementary point. I suppose that he, like most 
of my contemporaries, was probably subsequently enabled in the 
course of travel to some extent to repair the deficiencies of his educa¬ 
tion in the matter of geographical knowledge. None the less does it 
seem a serious defect in the educational training of our greatest public 
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school that so many of her sons should in the past have left their 
alma mater with such lamentable ignorance of one of the most important 
branches of a modem liberal education; while iplton was certainly 
not in those days the exception to the rule. So far as Harrow is 
concerned, I can speak from personal knowledge, and I very much 
doubt whether the geographical instruction there iipparted was in 
any way superior to that which was supposed to be given at Eton in 
the way I have just described., Indeed, from intercourse with other 
public-school men from most of the great public schools, I am inclined 
to believe that the Eton system, fatuous as it was, was not very much 
inferior to th^ average method adopted in other similar centres. I 
do not, of course, mean to imply that it was impossible to learn geo¬ 
graphy under the Eton system. I can still remember how one of my 
contemporaries, who is now no longer with us, had a natural inclina¬ 
tion for the study of geography, which even the Eton system could not 
kill. He was not particularly anxious to shine in the class list, and 
I do not suppose that he devoted more than half or even a quarter of 
the time to his weekly map that at least half a dozen of his classmates 
gave to that task. But he had an innate love of geographical know¬ 
ledge, and purely as a pastime he in his leisure hours would study 
his atlas without any reference to school work. He of course became 
an adept in the subject, and when he left Eton I suppose there were 
few boys of his own age in any part of the country who were better 
grounded in geography than he. But he is the one exception that 
I can remember to the general rule, that we neither knew nor cared 
to know anything of geography, a position which I am strongly 
inchned to suspect was shared by a good many of the masters. 

And yet, surely there is no subject which, even on purely abstract 
grounds, might seem more worthy of an assured and definite place in 
any educational curriculum than geography. It has, corrjpared with 
other branches of education, one enormous an^ unique advantage, 
in that its study, if properly directed, only requires a very moderate 
period of time. There is hardly any other of the subjects generally 
considered appropriate for the purposes of education of which the 
same advantage can be predicated. The study of the classics or of 
modem languages, the study of mathematics or the physical sciences, 
each, if they are to be effectually taught, takes up so large a propor¬ 
tion of a boy’s working hours that in any curriculum of modern 
education it is becoming an increasingly difficvilt task to assign a 
fair proportion of time to the rival claimants witliout over-burdening 
the time-table to an extent which the considerations of health would 
necessarily forbid. Indeed, as a matter of fact, it is generally found 
impossible to give each of these rival studies a due place, and the 
consequence is that one or other has to be altogether abandoned; so 
that if it is desired {exempli gratia) that a boy should learn modern 
languages, he is placed on the * modem side,’ and practically 
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abandons the study of the classics altogether. The case of geography 
is very different. If geography were properly taught, two hours a 
week should be aqiple to give such a solid and lasting foundation 
as would afford an admirable basis on which to superimpose any 
special studies in that direction which might in the case of particular 
boys or particijlar classes be considered desirable! For it must be 
remembered that our main object is not so much to turn out from 
our public schools boys who shall be experts in geographical knowledge, 
as to provide that in no case shall it be possible for a boy to leave a 
public school without having acquired at least a general working 
knowledge of the main divisions of the world in which he lives, sufficient 
to enable him to take an intelligent interest in events in every part 
of the globe. 

Again, from a purely abstract point of view, there is probably 
no study which, by the common consent of educational authorities of 
every description (whether their own particular branch be classics or 
mathematics, modern languages or physics), is so generally admitted 
to be a necessary concomitant in any scheme of liberal education. 
Opinions may, and do, differ as to the relative value of many of the 
studies which are pursued at our great public schools, and as to the 
exact proportion of time which should in fairness be allotted to each ; 
but I think it may safely be postulated that the representatives of 
the most opposite schools of thought would, without any exception, be 
prepared to admit that geography, provided it can be properly taught, 
should form an integral portion of any educational curriculum, whether 
its foundation be literary, mathematical, commercial, or purely 
scientific. If this be so—and I do not think the fact can be reason¬ 
ably questioned—the value of geography as a purely educational 
subject is at once apparent; whilst that value is obviously, for practical 
purposes, qpormously enhanced in England by the fact that there 
is no country that 6as vaster commercial relations with every part 
of the habitable globe. The claims of geography are, indeed, mviatis 
mutandis, very much like those of the celebrated Athenian general, 
Themistocles. When his colleagues had to assign the rewards of 
merit after the battle of Salamis, they, without exception, each 
castithe first vote for himself; but they each, without exception, cast 
the second vote for Themistocles. And the real reasons why the 
study of geography has been so grossly neglected in the past are, 
first, that it is what the Greeks called a ‘ parergon,’ and, secondly 
(though this point is really intimately connected with the first), that 
there has been no definite or adequate conception on what lines the 
teaching of geography should proceed. Geography, in other words, 
has failed to receive adequate treatment in the ordinary educational 
time-table because, on the one hand, it had no champions, whose first 
business it might be to see that it was properly recognised and awarded 
its due place; and, secondly, because, for the same reason, there was no 
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geographical expert (as there were experts in classics, mathematics, 
and other recognised branches of education) to show exactly on what 
lines the teaching of this subject should proceed or what methods 
were best calculated to insure its proper appAciatibn and success. To 
this point it will be necessary to refer again, but in the meantime 
there are certain* general advantages in the teaching of geography 
to which it is desirable that I should briefly refer. * 

In the first place, I think it may fairly be claimed for geography 
that there is no subject, provided it be properly taught, which can be 
made more interesting, even to the ignorant and ill-informed, than this. 
The various divisions of the world’s surface are so intimately con¬ 
nected with the development and expjftision of mankind that, if it 
be approached in a proper spirit, there is no branch of study which 
can equal this in vividness and reality of human interest. We all of 
us instinctively feel, with Pope, that ‘ the proper study of mankind 
is man ’; and for the* ordinary individual, even if not for the pure 
scholar, any subject becomes interesting precisely in proportion to 
the extent that it deals in a vivid and graphic manner with the fives 
and interests of men and women. And this element of human interest 
is pre-eminently attached to geography; because the history of man¬ 
kind is indissolubly connected with the various divisions of the globe. 
So much is this the case that at the end of any properly conducted 
system of lectures on geography any intelligent listener would inevit¬ 
ably have acquired a large measure of historical knowledge in addition, 
and that knowledge would have been impressed on his memory with 
all the added force and advantage which local associations necessarily 
give. 

But though the human interest necessarily predominates, geo¬ 
graphy has in the fact that it is so intimately associated with every 
scene of earthly beauty another great and powerful ally in its capacity 
to excite and stimulate interest. Mankind, and especiiUy modern 
mankind, has an instinctive appreciation of beautiful scenery. There 
is nothing which appeals more to the average eye than this; there is 
no more powerful incentive to travel, or in the choice of a holiday 
resort. And if the motives which animate those fortunate individuals 
who are designated by the some'what supcrcihous title of ‘ globe¬ 
trotters ’ could be analysed, it would generally, I think, be found 
that it was not so much the desire to see ‘ cities and men ’ (though 
this is, of course, a part of the inducement) as the unsatisfied yearning 
for beautiful scenery^ which impelled their wanderii^ footsteps. 

But, fortunately, it is no longer necessary to travel to get an 
almost absolutely perfect conception of the beauties which the most 
remote and inaccessible portions of the earth contain. Since the 
introduction and perfection of the magic-lantern it is possible to 
bring before the eyes of any audience the hving coimterpart of 
sceneiy which may be situated at the other end of the globe. The 
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magic-lantern, in fact, has solved the question which so many school¬ 
masters have anxiously asked themselves, namely, ‘How can geo¬ 
graphy be properly taught ? * It supplies that one touch of nature 
which makes the whole world kin. It provides in the most striking 
and concrete form that element of human interest without which 
every study must to the average mind seem dull and disheartening. 
It imitates as nearly as possible the actual process of travelling, and 
thus affords that vivid incentive to geographical study which makes 
almost every traveller a lover of geographical knowledge. That the 
average public-school boy, when he leaves school, has the haziest 
knowledge of general geography is, I fear, an undeniable fact; but 
I think it is equally certain'that after (say) tenr years’ time he will, 
if he has travelled at all, have acquired a fair working knowledge 
of the world’s surface, though, of course, nothing compared to what 
his knowledge would have been could he have had a proper foundation 
in the days of his boyhood. And what is the reason of the improve¬ 
ment 1 Simply that what in the old days, if it was presented to him 
at all, was presented as a dull and soulless task has been quickened 
into life and interest by the power of vitalising association. He has 
learnt that the places which were to him once mere names actually 
exist, and are filled with living men and women; he has learnt that 
the scenes to which he heard vague and at the time unmeaning 
epithets attached have an actual and a present reality, and are, indeed, 
instinct with life and beauty. That which the ear failed to convey 
the eye has in a moment of time taught him. And ha^vong acquired 
this knowledge, having found out that those portions of the globe 
which he has visited are actually endowed with permanent interest, 
he has been able to go a step further, and to take an almost equally 
pleasurable interest in reading or hearing of places which he has never 
visited. And all this interest and all this pleasure can in a large 
measure be ^conveyed by means of the magic-lantern, and they can 
be conveyed at a minimum cost of time. 

The magic-lantern, in fact, does for the study of geography pre¬ 
cisely what the illustrated page does for the modem magazine : it 
makes it interesting, and therefore acceptable, to the average individual. 
It is to this fact that the amazing development of illustrated monthly 
journahsm owes its success. While th4 circulation of illustrated 
magazines has increased in the most phenomenal way, the popularity 
of the older magazines, which were founded before this simple fact 
became apparent, and which have refused to bow to the new order of 
things, has in some cases been seriously threatened. From the point 
of view of good literature this may be deplored; but the result is 
undeniable, ahd affords a striking illustration of the interest which 
scenic representation never fails to impart to the ordinary mind in 
the case of any branch of hiiman knowledge or human interest. And 
until this simple truth be comprehended by the head masters of our 
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public schools—^that the sum-total of the philosophy of geographical 
education lies in the magio-lantem—the teaching of geography vdll 
never be anything but j)erfunctory and elusive., Fortunately, tlus 
truth has already been recognised in other quarters, and in some 
cases it even seems to have been pa^ially endorsed in the case of 
individual public schools. But, as I shall presently hope to show, 
to make adequate and intelligent use* of the magic-lantern nothing 
will suffice but a system of the ipost complete co-operative education, 
undertaken by our great public schools in common, or at least by 
individual groups of such schools. For it is a peculiar and note¬ 
worthy feature of geography that, owing to the fact that it can best 
be taught by the aid of the magic-lantern, it can also best be taught 
to comparatively large audiences—^that is to say, in the form of illus-^ 
trated lectures. There is something curiously sympathetic and 
inspiring in a large audience. Ask any practical speaker whether 
he would rather address a small or a large meeting, and his reply will 
surely invariably be that an empty or half-empty room acts like a wet 
blanket on his mind. And the inspiration which is derived from 
a large gathering communicates itself not only to the speaker, but to 
the audience itself. This is another reason why geography, if it be 
properly taught (and by properly tai^ht I mean taught with the aid 
and illustrations of lantern-slides), should really be a peculiarly easy 
subject for a head master to provide for as part of his curriculum. 
In the case of most other subjects the difficulty is to make the classes 
small enough to secure individual tuition; and as it necessarily follows 
that, the smaller the classes, the greater will be the expense, a head 
master often has to content himself with classes whose numbers he 
cannot but recognise are really too large to provide for ideal teaching. 
But with geography taught by means of the magic-lantern exactly the 
opposite is the case. Provided that the lecturer be competent—pro¬ 
vided, that is to say, that he makes his subject-ftiatter as interesting 
as any lecture dealing with such a variety of issues can undoubtedly 
be made in the hands of a fairly able speaker who knows his particular 
subject—the greater the numbers the better will be the result. 

For it is another immense advantage of geography that, if taught 
in the form of lectures, it need not be taught by what for want of a 
better name I may term a g*eographical expert. This is not the case 
with other studies. It would obviously be absurd to expect any 
satisfactory classical results in a school where the masters were not 
themselves competent classics. The same prinraple applies equally 
to mathematics, modem languages, natural science, and (though not, 
perhaps, in so great a degree) to history. But in the case of a lecture 
on geography all that is necessary is (1) that the lecturer should have 
personally visited, or at least be intimately acquainted with, the actual 
coimtry or locality which is the subject-matter of his address, and 
(2) that he should be a fluent, or at the least a fairly fluent, speaker. 
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Indeed, this latter quality is so essential that I am not certain that it 
should not have been placed first; while though it would, perhaps, not 
always be necessary, it would be extremely desirable that he should 
have visited the country on which he has to speak. Indeed, first-hand 
knowledge of the subject-matteV of the lecture is so important that I 
am not certain,that it should not be regarded as a sine qua non of 
geographical teaching. If this be admitted, I may put the matter in a 
slightly different way by postulating that in the teaching of geography 
it is not so much a general geographical expert that is required (and, 
indeed, the services of such an Admirable Crichton would be hard to ob¬ 
tain), but a particular geographical expert so far as the subject-matter 
of each individual lecture is concerned. I very much doubt whether 
fhe ‘ local colouring ’ which actual residence in a particular locality 
or country alone can give can be at all adequately compensated for 
by any amount of reading, however intelligently directed. And I 
am quite certain that any effort to impart too much information in 
the course of such a lecture (which is the kind of error into which one 
who had not visited the actual locahty might easily fall) would be a 
mistake of a most fatal character. The slides themselves, if they are 
properly chosen, will g ve much of the information required ; especially 
if, as I imagine is not beyond accomplishment, a good map of the 
country were kept permanently on the screen, to which (in addition 
to the various slides) the lecturer could, as occasion required, refer. 
For I repeat the prime consideration must be to make such a lecture 
interesting, and this must be accomplished even at the expense of 
encouraging a certain modicum of amusement. This is the plan which 
politicians, and especially colonial politicians, so often pursue when 
gi^^ng a political address, and it certainly s.ems to succeed in interest¬ 
ing their audiences, A few months ago I heard one of the leaders 
of the Donpinion Parliament address a large audience in Montreal. 
He gave from the point of view of his party an able and lucid exposition 
of Canadian politics; but in the course of his address he managed 
to introduce at least a dozen highly ludicrous stories, some of which 
were, perhaps, a little far-fetched, but all of which at least accomphshed 
the desired result of maintaining the interest of the audience. Simi¬ 
larly^! think the ideal lecturer on geo^aphy, especially before a 
public-school audience, would be.one wno would not be afraid of 
combining amusement with instruction. 

And, as a matter of fact, it so happens that in the Agents-General 
for the respective colonies there already exists a* body of men who by 
the very nature of their training and in virtue of their office are ideally 
quahfied for such a task. An agent-general is almost invariably one 
who has won his way to the front through the storm and stress of 
colonial political life. He is, therefore, almost necessarily a practised 
platform speaker, and he naturally possesses an intimate knowledge 
of the colony which he represents. If some of these gentlemen could 
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be persuaded to deliver lectures rn their respective colonies at our 
leading public schools, one can hardly imagine how it could be possible 
to obtain persons more admirably fitted for such a purpose. Nor 
should the task of persuasion be imder the cfrcumstances very difficult. 
It is one of the main functions of a^ agent-general’s office to use his 
best endeavours m making the resources and amenities of the colony 
which he represents known to the .largest possible number of the 
British public. For an agent-general, therefore, to give a lecture 
before such an audience as is represented by a great public school 
would be an opportunity in precise correspondence with the duties 
of his official position; and would be all the more acceptable at the 
present time, when almost every colony realises the desirability of 
attracting by all legitimate means the largest possible proportion «f 
British emigration. It must not, however, be thought that I am 
suggesting that the Agents-General should become official lecturers 
to the great public schools, though an occasional lecture from any of 
these gentlemen would certainly prove highly acceptable. I merely 
desire to indicate the kind of lecture which it is most desirable should 
be given; for, apart from the official representatives of the colonies, 
there must be many colonials, either permanently or temporarily 
resident in England, who would be admirably qualified to give lectures 
on their individual colonies, and might be not unwilling to have such 
an opportunity of making their respective merits more widely known. 

It is certain that under present conditions ludicrous ignorance 
of colonial geography, which is often displayed by Enghsh writers, 
even in so simple a matter as in correctly addressing an envelope, 
causes a good deal of natural irritation amongst the recipients; though 
I suspect that sometimes colonial ignorance of English geography 
is very nearly as dense. Still, when a letter is addressed with some 
such superscription as ‘John Jones, Esq., Tasmania, New Zealand,’ 
the thousand miles of geographical error thereby impheS not unnatu¬ 
rally causes a certain amount of amused indignation. Such mistakes 
are not infrequent, and I have myself seen a letter emanating from an 
official quarter, where it might have been thought that such errors 
would be carefully guarded against, with an address quite as ludi¬ 
crously incorrect as the one given above. But, apart altogether from the 
desirability of not causing* unnecessary irritation to the susceptibilities 
of those who in some cases are somewhat unreasonably prone to take 
offence, there is the far more practical need of an intimate acquaintance 
amongst the wealthier commercial classes of Ehgland with those por¬ 
tions of the globe which, with their increasing population, are rapidly 
becoming more and more desirable markets for the British manufac¬ 
turer and the British merchant. If, from the point ol view of a wide 
and liberal general education, there is no study which is more informing 
to the mind than geography, it is at least equally true that, from a 
practical point of view, there is no study which is more eminently 
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necessary for the proper training of a commercial nation. Geography, 
as T have endeavoured to show, has many claims for a more extended 
recognition; but of its many merits, there is hardly any more obvious 
than this—^that in a peculiar and unique degree it combines the advan- 
i ages of a study admirably fitted expand and enlarge the mind with 
the everyday requirements of a practical age. 

It now remains that I should endeavour to indicate a working 
scheme which, I venture to think, might, jvith a fev/ slight modifications, 
1)6 successfully applied to most of our great public schools ; but before 
1 attempt that task there is one other point in connection with the 
abstract side of the case on which I should briefly wish to touch. 

I have already emphasised the desirability of every public-school 
boy acquiring at least a working knowledge of the main divisions of 
the earth’s surface. The chief countries of the world and their 
respective centres of population should at least be as familiar to any 
boy at the close of his public-school career as a knowledge of, say, the 
ordinary rules of Latin grammar or the simpler mathematical exer¬ 
cises. But there is another phase of geographical teaching which, so 
far as I am aware, has been almost totally neglected at our public 
schools, but which is really deserving of special attention, for it contains 
the germ of an attractive study. I refer to the desirability of incul¬ 
cating in every school an exact and accurate knowledge of the imme¬ 
diate neighbourhood by which it is surroxmded. 

I never knew how attractive this minute specialisation could be 
made until, having acquired property in one of the colonies, I began 
to study the chart of the district. To be able to accurately dehneate 
the immediate neighbourhood in which one lives is of inunense practical 
advantage; and it is a habit which is not only easily acquired, but 
which, when acquired, imparts a new interest to one’s surroundings, 
especially if a due knowledge of the points of the compass is made an 
integral part of such a #cudy. 

I may now revert to the working scheme to which I have just 
alluded. The great essential, to my mind, is that there should be co¬ 
operation between a group of, say, six pubUc schools, so that the same 
lecture should be dehvered at each, in order to secure the best'available 
talent at a minimum of expense. In this there should be no great 
difficulty, if once a definite system were pre-arranged. As I have 
already suggested, it should be comparatively easy to secure the 
services of quite a number of persons who would not only be willing, 
but in every way competent, to give most interesting lectures on the 
various divisions of our colonial empire. 

It would merely require a certain amount of organisation to arrange 
for a series of such lectures to take place in any one particular term 
at a given school or group of schools ; while as r' \rds the geography 
of Europe, there must be in every public school' ral of the assistant 
masters who would be admirably qualified, withe ay further training. 
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to lecture on almost every country of the Continent, including Italy 
and Greece. Moreover, if such a system were once established, and 
the principle of co-operative interchange of lecturers arranged, it would 
be by no means difficult to get suitable persons to visit in their holidays 
such countries as it might be desired to include in the regular curri¬ 
culum. * * 

If I may pass for a moment to ^he consideration of details, the 
ideal plan would se'"n to be for five or six of the great public schools 
to combine together i'->i the purpose of sharing the advantages of the 
lectures, which shou!of course, without exception, be illustrated by 
lantern-slides, and be delivered for an hour on one fixed evening of 
the week, each school agreeing to take one particular evening through¬ 
out the term. Moreover, during the course of the following week eaeh 
member of a co-operating school should be required, as part of an^ 
evening’s preparation, to study on the map the particular country 
of the preceding lecture, and be required on the morning following 
that preparation (a) to fill in on an outline map the chief towns, 
rivers, and other leading geographical features of the country, and (b) 
to draw from memory an outline map of the same. These maps 
should be marked as part of the regular school course ; while a brief 
resume of the previous lecture, in the form of a short essay to be written 
in school, might also be required. An hour should be amply sufficient 
to cover the whole of this work, excepting the time required for pre¬ 
paration ; so that the actual hours weekly given to geography would 
only be two, which surely cannot be considered an excessive demand 
on the time-table, especially when it is remembered that one of those 
hours (namely, that occupied by the lecture) could hardly be classified 
as actual work, however valuable its effects might be. 

Without in any way attempting to prescribe a hard-and-fast plan, 

I may briefly indicate the length of time which a course of geography 
lectures might be arranged to take, and the* kind of classification 
which it would probably be found desirable to make. Most of our 
great public schools have an academic year consisting of three terms ; 
and there is hardly any boy, however brief his school career may be, 
who does not stay at least that length of time, while the average limit 
is probably from four to five years, and in some schools even longer. 

A two years’ course wobld, therefore, include every boy; and if the 
same kind of course were repeated every two years, with different 
lecturers, and therefore a correspondingly different treatment, suffi¬ 
cient variety would be afforded to prevent any feeling of monotony 
arising from undue repetition of the subject. This, however, is in any 
case a mere matter of detail, for there would be nothing to prevent 
a course being extended to four or even six years. M!*erely, therefore, 
by way of illustrating the general principle, I will suppose that a two 
years’ course should be adopted, during which, at each of the co-operat¬ 
ing schools, one illustrated lecture should be delivered during each week 
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on some paxticular country or division of the world. To make these 
lectures provide the maximum of usefulness it would clearly be desir¬ 
able that some definite plan should be pursued, and that during each 
term, so far as possible, some main division of the earth’s surface should 
be treated in detail. On such ^ plan the great colonial units might 
first be dealt with, while together with them might be joined those 
countries with which by geographical position they were specially 
coimected. Thus, in the first year the first term might be devoted 
to Australia and New Zealand (with the addition of New Guinea 
and the South Sea Islands), and the individual lectures be divided as 
follows, namely, one to the discovery and settlement of Australia; 
one to each of the six Auscralian States; one„ to New Zealand; 
one to New Guinea, and one to the South Sea Islands. 

The second term might be particularly devoted to Canada, giving, 
however, two lectures to the United States and one to South America. 
The third might be given especially to the South African colonies, 
including, however, the whole of Africa, and in particular assigning 
one or two lectures to Egypt and the Nile. 

The first term of the second year might be devoted to Europe, and 
the second to Asia; while the third term (completing the course) 
might be assigned to special subjects, such as industries of the British 
Isles, Palestine, Athens, &o. 

A course of ten lectures in each term would probably be found suffi¬ 
cient for the general purposes of the above scheme, while on any 
vacant days special subjects might be arranged; e.g., during the first 
term a lecture on the * Industries of Australia,’ ‘ Sheep Farming in 
Australia,’ ‘ Tropical Industries of Australia,’ or the Uke, might be 
added to the curriculum. 

From the following table the details of the plan suggested will be 
seen at a glance : 

' > First Yeae 


Eirat Torui 

I 1. Australia (mainly 
historical, with 
iarge map). 

2. New South Wales. 

3. Victoria. 

4. South Australia. 

I 5. West Australia. 

6. Queensland. 

7. Tasmania. 

8. New Zealansl. 

9. New Guinea. 

10. South Sea Islands. 


SUBJICCTB OK LROTURKB 


Second Term 

1. Canada (historical, 
j with large map). 

I , 

' 2. Maritime Provinces 

3. Quebec. 

! 4. Gntario. 

5. Manitoba. 

6. N.-W. Territory 

and Yukon. 

7. British Columbia, 
j 8. United States. 

0. United States. 

10. South America. 


Third Toi-m 


1. Northern Africa (with i 

large map, histori¬ 
cal). 

2. S. Africa (with large 

map, historical). 

3. Cape Colony. 

4. Natal. 

6. Orange Kiver Colony. 

6. Transvaal. 

7. Bhodesia. *> 

8. Egypt and the Nile. 

9. German Africa and 

the Congo State. 

10. Stanley’s and Living¬ 
stone’s Travels. 
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Second Ykab 


First Term 

1. Europe (with large 

map, hiatoi'ical). 

2. France and Belgium, 

8. German Empire and 

Holland. 

4. Spain and Portugkl. 

5. Austria. 

6. Switzerland. 

7. Italy. 

8. Greece. • 

9. Russia. 

10. Norway and Sweden, 


Subjects op Lectures 
Second Term 

1. Asia (witjl large map, 

historical). 

2. India. • 

3. Indian Mutiny. 

• 

4. Arabia. 

5. Afghanistan. 

6. Burma, 

7. China. ^ 

8. Japan. 

9. Siberia. 

10. East Indian Islands. 


Third Term 

! The British Isles, with 
special lectures on 
British industries, 
scenery, cathedrals, 
universities, &c. 

(For this might be 
substituted alternate 
courses on other spe¬ 
cial subjects, BO as to 
introduce the abov§ 
course once in four or 
six years.) 


The above table is merely given by way of illustration, and as 
an indication of the kind of scheme which might be evolved ,after 
due consideration. Especially in regard to details it is offered merely 
by way of suggestion. For instance, in the first term’s course it might 
very probably be found advisable to devote two lectures to New Zealand 
and to include New Guinea in the South Sea Islands. 

Again, the West Indies have been omitted altogether, because I 
have not felt certain whether they should be included in the second 
term’s course or transferred to some other series. 

At the same time, to the extent that it gives special prominence 
to British colonial geography and to the great British self-governing 
communities, the table has been deliberately framed; and I am 
strongly of the opinion that, under any scheme of classification, an 
equally prominent place should be given to our colonial possessions, 
however much the treatment might vary in detail. , 

The cost of such a scheme would hardly, I think, bo excessive. In a 
school numbering five hundred pupils the total expenses for each 
lectmre should hardly exceed a shilling a head, and in a good many in¬ 
stances even that sum might, probably, be very considerably reduced. 

That our pubhc schools should co-operate for educational purposes 
is, I admit, a somewhat noyel suggestion, and one which the legitimate 
conservatism of these great institutions might at first be inclined to 
oppose. But the principle is, after all, not altogether a new one. Head 
masters already not infrequently interchange pulpits, and the inter¬ 
change of lecturers "is really only the extension of the same principle 
to a different plane. But even were the proposal altogether a new one, 
I am radical enough to believe that a new century demands new 
methods; and even the most strenuous opponents of change will 
hardly deny that some forward step should be taken in regard to the 
teaching of this great and important subject. Its neglect in the 



tional scanilal, and tie adopk of some system more coisonant 
tie demands of modern education seems a matter of urgent necesaty, 
If I lave leen somM over-lold in suggesting a positive scleme 
of (instructive reform, 1 may pjpad ly way of excuse tiat it seemed 
scarcely fair to oier mere negatilfe criticism; and I can at least ofier 
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one of tie most useful and'instructive of all Irancles of luman 
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THE PROBLEM OP EARTHQUAKES 


To the man in the street an earthquake is like a thunderstorm, tornado, 
or volcanic eruption, merely an incomprehensible and disastrous 
convulsion of nature. To the scientist it is caused by a settlement in 
the earth’s crust, due to the shrinkage of a cooling planet, and he 
points, in support of his view, to the many ‘ faults ’ in the rocks— 
a geological term for vertical breaks in the continuity of horizontal 
strata, one or other side of which has been raised or depressed. • 

When earthquakes happen in some remote districts of Italy or 
Japan they are soon forgotten ; but now that two of the most flourishing 
towns on the Pacific seaboard of America, whose names are household 
words, have been stricken, incidentally sweeping away millions sterling 
of the reserves of our most enterprising insurance companies, an 
inquiry into the cause of such sudden and appalling catastrophes 
may be of interest, even though our own dwellings in England are 
practically outside of any present earthquake zone. 

The bald statement that earthquakes are due to the shrinkage 
of a cooling planet is not an entirely satisfying explanation, for it does 
not fit with or explain any of the peculiarities of their manifestations, 
whilst the formation of geological faults may be infinitely gradual 
and wholly unaccompanied by shocks. Moui^tain chains rise slowly 
to attain vast altitudes, or sink again to lower levels; coast-lines 
and islands rise or become submerged; volcanic vents are upraised 
and become active or dormant: all these movements taking place in 
proximity to the sea. This unrest along certain lines whilst the vast 
interiors of continents remain undisturbed scarcely suggests the kind 
of general corrugating and depressing action which would accompany 
a general secular shrinkage. What it does suggest is that there must 
be imprisoned underground forces at work along lines of least resistance. 

What these forces are, and how they are. set in movement, are 
questions of the highest importance, and these we shall attempt to 
solve. 

The solid crust of the earth has been the subject of examination 
since geology becsune a science. It is composed of sedimentary 
strata deposited under water, their composition varying with the 
depth of water, proximity of land, the geological epoch, end the 
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subsequent pressure and heat, infiltration, &o., they have been exposed 
to. They comprise sandstones, limestones, clays, slates, shales, 
marls, grits and conglomerates, of every quality and degree of hardness. 
In other regions the rocks are crystalline, having been originally 
molten, called Plutonic, as granite, porphyry, serpentine, basalt, &o.; 
or originally sedimeiitary rock8,^but rendered crystalline by intense 
heat and pressure of superincumbent strata since removed, as the 
gneisses, marbles, &c., called Metamorphic. The earth’s crust is thus 
composed of heterogeneous elements; ‘but all possess one important 
property—^flexibility, though in varying degrees. Alike in very 
moderate elevations and in lofty mountain chains, the rocks are seen 
to have been thrown into arches and troughs and even to have been 
crpmpled and folded like sheets of paper, or dislocated or broken up by 
the enormous strains and stresses they have been subjected to. These 
are the strikes, dips, synclinals and anticlinals, faults, folds, upthrows 
and downthrows of geologists, modest examples of which can be seen 
an 5 rwhere in cliffs and even in quarries and railway cuttings. 

Oi the conditions prevailing beneath the crust we know far less. 
When pits are sunk the temperature increases at a progressive rate 
with the depth, boiling springs are encountered, some making their 
way to the surface, red-hot stones and ash and molten rock are violently 
extn.-'ded through vents, but most significant of all to the geologist is 
the metamorphism of rocks, which must have been melted at rela¬ 
tively moderate depths, but are now exposed on the surface in every 
quarter of the globe. There is thus the certainty that the cooled 
surface is underlain at some not altogether inaccessible depth by rock 
in a molten state, both fluid and pasty, through heat. Below this 
is the intensely heated solid sphere, to which astronom^s assign the 
rigidity and density of steel, and which is kept solid by compression 
of the external layers. Between the superheated nucleus, kept solid 
by compression, and the cool enveloping shell in which lies the com¬ 
pressing force, some intermediate condition must exist. With lessen¬ 
ing pressure nearer the surface normal conditions must prevail, and 
rocks at their melting temperature must be in the liquid state of slag 
from a smelting furnace. 

Our globe would therefore consist of an outer cooled heterogeneous 
and fl^ble crust, with a temperature increasing downwards, and 
passing into rocks at and above the melting point in a liquid state, 
which in turn overlie the heated nucleus, kept solid by compression 
and of the rigidity of steel. 

If the crust were undisturbed, the molten layer upon which it 
rests would be inactive; but atmospheric agencies, frost and rain, 
are ceaselessly at work transporting weight from the hills and depositing 
it imder the sea, decreasing the pressure here and adding to it there. 
The rivers debouch into the sea charged with silt, which is eventually 
deposited outside the influence of the surf; and the breakers acting 
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like a rasp along the base of the clifis contribute their quota of sediment, 
eroding and breaking up the coast, the material being carried out by 
the waves to swell the deposits forming parallel to the shore within 
the littoral zone. Geolbgy reveals that these deposits may in time 
reach thousands of feet in thickness. Simultaneously the removal 
of weight by the breakers impairs i[he resisting power of the crust 
along the actual sea margin. Thus two parallel lines are continually 
forming, the one of increasing pressure and the other of decreasing 
resistance. • 

Is the crust so flexible as to be sensible to such readjustments of 
weight ? In a past age when perhaps man was already among its 
inhabitants, the earth suffered in places from a glacial period when 
vast ice caps formed over the elevated regions. Under one of these 
accumulations the whole of Wales sank beneath the sea level, rising 
again to its existing heighi as the ice melted away. In hotter regions* 
masses of coral are foirming reefs and atolls rising in some cases from 
water hundreds of fathoms deep. The polypes forming the coral 
can only live in surf near the surface, and imless subsidence had 
continuously kept pace with deposition no such masses could have 
been formed. Many of the great rivers empty into bays sheltered 
from coast currents and there form deltas which have been proved 
by borings to be thousands of feet thick, yet each foot has been formed 
in water a few feet deep, as proved by the angle of bedding, the fauna, 
drifted land debris, and the sorting action of the waves. In all these 
cases the crust must have sagged under the increasing load of added 
material, and, did it not similarly give way under the additions of 
weight along the littoral zone, every island and continent would 
be surroxmded for miles by shoals no deeper than the disturbing motion 
of the waves. When the crust sags out to sea, the column of water 
over it deepens, augmenting the pressure. The pressure acting on 
the molten layer tends to squeeze it, not seaward where the water is 
deeper, but towards the shore where a line of least resistance is already 
prepared by the breakers. 

The effect of steadily increasing lateral pressure acting on a long 
and relatively weak shore line of heterogeneous materials must be 
extremely complex. The molten matter is able to eat its way upward 
like a corrosive fluid melting the rocks it successively comes in contact 
with, until it finds relief in pouring out lava in streams of appalling 
magnitude. This was the fate of the seaboard of the north-east 
Atlantic in ^ertiar;^ times, remains of these eruptions existing in the 
masses of basaltic trap rock in Antrim, the Hebrides, Faroes, Iceland, 
Spitzbergen, and Greenland. But where the superincumbent strata are 
still thick and massive, and especially where they ha^e been already 
arched into lines of hilb, as, judging by the watershed, must have been 
the case along the Pacific coast of America, the molten matter would 
continually and irresistibly force the crust upward, producing a chain 

VoL. LX—No. 356 U U 



650 


THE NINETEENTH CENTUBY 


Oct. 


of mountains, volcanic or otherwise, parallel to the coast. Simul* 
taneously, owing to the pressure being lateral, the molten liquid would 
force itself along existing cleavage planes and lines of bedding of 
laminated and stratified ]fDcks, for it must n6t be overlooked that all 
sedimentary strata upheaved above sea level are bent and strained, 
dried and shrunk, and infiltr4ted, everywhere presenting lines of 
fracture and partings, like masonry on a Cyclopean scale. On these 
the molten matter, capable of dissolving as well as penetrating, presses 
with ever-increasing insistence, gathering force perhaps for years, 
until resistance suddenly yields and the fiery liquid is injected with 
terrific disruptive force along the lines of bedding. Thus the shocks 
of earthquake which startle* civilisation and destroy opulent cities 
are produced at uncertain intervals and without warning. On the 
west coast of America we are witnessing this majestic action in full 
force to-day, for the mighty Pacific is slowly deepening along its 
eastern margin, and raising its long shore line into colossal ridges 
which now form almost continuous chains of mountains. 

c 

J. Stabkie Gardner. 
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Hermann Siidermann occupies an impregnable position in GermaSi 
literature ; the best critics have acknowledged him as a great literary, 
artist, while the almost unanimous voice of the German people has 
proclaimed him as worthy to rank with their great dramatists of a 
hundred years ago. It is a curious fact to observe that, whereas so 
often in this country what obtains the praise of the critics wins little 
or no approval from the people, in Germany they are constantly to be 
found in accord. Since 1889, when Sudermann produced Die Ehre at 
the Lessing Theatre, Berhn, his plays have always drawn large audiences, 
and these among a people who take the drama seriously, who are content 
to see their Schiller, Lessing, and Goethe again and again without any 
sense of weariness, and who probably know their Shakespeare far better 
than the average Englishman does. I have seen Sudermann performed 
in small provincial theatres, by excellent companies of actors, to an 
audience of small shopkeepers, minor officials, and sohd matrons, whose 
appreciation was serious and intelligent, and who evidently found in the 
problems suggested by the dramatist—problems, be it said, of eternal 
interest—subjects which they could understand and that interested 
them. The contrast between an English pro^ncial theatre and a 
German one is very marked : in Germany every httle town has its 
theatre, in which during the winter season a repertory of excellent 
plays is given; there are no long runs, and the actors and actresses re¬ 
ceive but modest salaries, yet they are often highly talented players, who 
perform their parts, however small, with a carefulness and an intelUgence 
which show a real desire to understand the dramatist’s meaning. In 
England our system of ‘ star ’ actors and long runs tends probably to 
carelessness about minor parts, and a certain lack of originality and 
spontaneity which is impossible when two or three difierent plays are 
performed perhaps in a week. 

Sudermann’s play, Die Ehre, was performed at a moment when the 
German stage was at a somewhat low ebb, when the conventions which 
so often rule the stage were strong, and great traditions of noble German 
drama were in danger of being forgotten. To him, and to his contem¬ 
porary Hauptmann, belong the honour of having restored the drama 
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to its earlier position as a livii^ force, and probablj to-day the German 
people are more influenced by the stage than any other nation, for they 
possess what neither England nor France possesses—a vital drama, a 
drama that deals with real flesh and blood, that, depicting contem¬ 
porary life (as Sudermann nearly always does), sees below the passing 
phases of the time and pierces tb what is of no age and of no country. 
It is impossible to compare Sudermann profitably with any con¬ 
temporary English writer, for with the exception of Mr. G. B. Shaw 
we have no one who has any real claim to be considered a serious 
dramatist. Clever as our dramatists undoubtedly are, most of them 
would probably themselves acknowledge that they have not attempted 
to deal with the serious problems of life in a serious fashion, and that 
even when they have depicted contemporary manners and contem¬ 
porary problems, it has only been from the outside, as in the case of 
Mr. Pinero and Mr. H. A. Jones. The latter, however, once or twice 
attempted something far more serious in Judah and The Middleman, 
but either he exhausted that vein too quickly or found it an unprofitable 
one,'for he soon abandoned it. One has only to compare Mr. H. A. Jones'.s 
seriesof females with a past (or desirous of having one) with Sudermann’s 
women who have sinned and been punished, to see that a whole world of 
emotions, beliefs, and ideas separate the two dramatists. With Mr. Shaw 
the case is different, for he certainly takes his art seriously, but then he 
is incapable of drawing a character that is ahve, with tho exception, 
perhaps, of the truly delightful chauffeur in Man and Superman, who is 
a distinct creation. His men and women are always interesting, often 
witty ; he makes us think, and bids us examine our favourite conven¬ 
tions and shibboleths. He is never dull and often wise, but none of 
these things makes a great dramatist, unless he can endow his men and 
women with life. It is with his women that Mr. 8haw fails signally ; 
his Candida is a bundle of opinions, interesting enough, but with no 
blood in her veins. Major Barbara is an incomprehensible set of prin¬ 
ciples, which yield at the slightest pressure, while Mrs. Warren is a 
monstrosity, and Vivie a j)iece of animated wood. 

And it is just as a delineator of female character that Sudermann 
is specially great; his women are far better than his men, and in nearly 
every ^lay the interest of the action concerns itself with the women 
rather than with the men. His studies of women are profound, and those 
of the modem women of intense interest to his own generation ; he 
has given us a series of portraits of women which stands almost alone, 
although the influence of Ibsen may certainly be Icaced. His heroines 
—^Magda, Beate in Es lehe dasLehen, Thea in Das Blumeriboot —are essen¬ 
tially modern ; and although it is true that the problems that face them 
are those that women of all ages have had to face, their attitude towards 
them is so utterly different that the problem itself scarce seems the 
same. His women desire to think for themselves, to act for themselves, 
to be themselves, even if by so doing they become [acquainted with 
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the terrible facts of life, from a knowledge of which their less thinking 
sisters are spared; they are, most of them, women of intensity and of 
intellect, women who when they err know it, and do not gloss over 
their fault, sometimes indeed, as in the case of the heroine of Es lebe das 
Lehen, they regret nothing and acknowledge no wrong. 

Yet Sudermann makes us feel everywhere that ‘ the wages of sin is 
death ’; retribution, in some shape or another, always falls, not neces¬ 
sarily on the most guilty person, yet oh someone, and we are conscious 
throughout his tragedies of a ^Temesis that will overtake his prota¬ 
gonists. It is thus that the great dramatists fashioned their tragic 
plays, and it is in this spirit that Shakespeare gives us a drowned Ophelia 
and a stifled Desdemona. Even where his heroines commit sins which 
we can neither approve nor justify, as Raffaela in Das Blumerihoot, we 
can understand their so doing, and in many oases we are right in giving 
them our sympathy, and often we are bound to accord them admira-* 
lion, for his women possess in a marked degree that courage which is 
so rare and so beautiful in both sexes ; the courage to face facts, to tear 
ofi conventions, and to follow the light wheresoever it may lead. • It is 
this courage that makes out of Magda and Beate, both women with a 
past, noble beings, to whom it is impossible to refuse our respect, and 
the same courage enables Leonore in Die Ehre to abandon the con¬ 
ventions by which she has always been hedged around, and to give 
herself to the man she loves, who happens to belong to a far lower 
social rank than her own. But Sudermann’s women are not merely 
courageous and independent-minded—were they that alone they would 
not command our sympathy so greatly—they are essentially womanly 
in that one and all desire love with a passionate intensity, and in each 
case it is the desire to fulfil the deepest need of her nature that brings 
about conflict, and often tragedy. 

The German theatre in London deserves the heartiest thanks of all 
lovers of the drama for having afiorded them an opportunity of studying 
Sudermann’s best plays, which are not nearly so familiar to English 
people as their greatness deserves. For while we have translations 
and adaptations without number from the French dramatists, it is 
but rarely that the works of contemporary German dramatists see the 
light here. Yet in many ways they would mean more to us than the 
French plays, for the German mind, naturally, is more akin to ours 
than the French, and the lack of appreciation that has been shown 
towards Sudermann and Hauptmann is probably due to the fact that 
fewer people read German than French, and not to the relative merits 
of the plays themselves. In the six plays that were presented to 
an Enghsh audience, two —Morituri and Das Blumenhoot —had never 
before been performed in this country, while three others, Die Schmet- 
ierlingsschlacht, a comedy. Das Gl'dck im Winhel and Die Ehre, are 
only known to a limited circle of English readers of German, as they 
have not yet been translated. 
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Die Heimat, entitled in its English dress Magda, is familiar to a 
large number of theatre-goers through the acting of Signora Duse 
and Mrs. Patrick Campbell; the magnificent impersonation of the 
former can never be forgotten by those who had the privilege of seeing 
it. Mrs. Campbell’s reading of the part, though interesting and power¬ 
ful, rather fails to express the de^cacy and refinement of Magda, which 
differentiate her from the many heroines of drama whoso case outwardly 
is the same as her own. The play gives us the conflict between the old 
and the new, between the father with his patriarchal idea of authority 
and the modern daughter with her passion to live her own life. The 
situation is often almost theatrical, but it is redeemed from any tinge 
of artificiality by the struggle that takes place in Magda between her 
djity to an utterly conventional father, whose code of honour she 
believes to be entirely false, and her duty to her child, for whose exist¬ 
ence she is responsible. Sympathy is never alienated from Magda, 
yet the father with his mihtary training and stem idea of filial duty 
wins from us, almost unwillingly, a certain measure of respect and great 
pity.' His idols are false idols, nevertheless the shattering of them 
destroys all that makes life worth hving to him. In his home, he says. 

‘ there is no talk about heredity, no arguments concerning individuality, 
no scandalous gossip, modem ideas have no entrance there; ... in 
this house old-fashioned ideas of paternal authority rule, and will rule as 
long as I live; and am I therefore to be called a tyrant ? ’ And to this 
narrow-minded but honest martinet has been bom a daughter with a 
nature entirely opposed to his own, an artist to her finger-tips, with all 
the gifts and all the Umitations belonging to this nature. Magda is a 
tme child of her father in that she possesses his tenacity and deter¬ 
mination, and, given two such characters in close proximity, conflict 
is bound to arise. Magda’s faults are those of generous, passionate 
youth thrown amid adverse circumstances; it is a purely conventional 
code of honour that t>id8 her marry the man who has so shamefully 
deserted her in her hour of need, and we are glad that the conditions 
imposed by him and by her father prevent her from beconoing his wife. 
By thus acting she never became in the eyes of the ‘ world ’ (it was 
only the ‘ world ’ of a very narrow-minded, conventional set of people) 
a ‘respectable woman,’ but, at any rate, she maintained her self- 
respecl^ The love of her child was stronger than any power exercised 
by the society into which she was bom. 

The play is full of striking and beautiful scenes, one of the most 
touching being that between the father and daughter after the former 
has promised the pastor—who has always loved Magda—^to ask no 
questions concerning her past. The famous singer has returned to her 
native town, after many years’ absence, during which she has Buffered 
and experienced much, and finds her old home just as it was. Life 
has stood still with the inmates of that quiet home ; it is a great con¬ 
trast to her existence, and she is touched by her father’s joy in her 
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returi^, and the affection given her by her young sister. But she knows, 
in spite of this, that life would be impossible for her in these narrow sur¬ 
roundings, while her father cannot conceal his anxiely concerning her 
unknown past; her beairty, her charm, her tenderness towards himself, 
all inspire him with suspicion. ‘ Tell me,’ he implores her, ‘ that you 
have remained pure in body and soul, and then you can go on your 
own way with my blessing.’ Magda’s answer gives the keynote of her 
character. ‘ I have been true to myself, dear father.’ In the scene 
between Magda and the man "who deserted her, dramatic interest 
reaches its height, and there are few passages in modern literature so 
poignant and so tragic. He, the mean-spirited, pompous, lying coward, 
whom chance has brought into the circle of her father’s friends, and 
who has become a highly respectable, pious member of society, 
nervous and anxious to meet once again his early love, but to conceal 
their relations. He expects reproaches: it is Magda’s thanks that * 
overwhelm him when, ifi a speech of unsurpassed passion and vehemence, 
she tells him what he had meant to her. ‘ I was a stupid, thoughtless 
creature, enjoying my liberty like an escaped monkey—through«you 
I became a woman. To whatever height I have reached in my art, for 
what I am in myself, I have you to thank. My soul was like a silent 
harp, and through you the storm swept over it; it has sounded almost 
to breaking the whole scale of emotions which brings us women to 
maturity—love and hate and revenge and ambition and ’ (springing 
up) ‘ necessity, necessity, necessity—^threefold necessity—and the 
greatest, the strongest, the highest of all—the love of a mother for a 
child ! all that I owe you.’ 

In Die Ehre we are introduced into a lower middle-class family 
in Berlin, which occupies the back of a house, the front part of which 
belongs to a very rich manufacturer. The bourgeois family, the 
Heineckes, consists of a father, mother, and two daughters, one of 
whom is unmarried and beautiful. A son, Robert, has been for 
years abroad in the employ of the rich manufacturer. He has 
educated himself, is high-principled, serious-minded, with ideals of 
womanhood which make him desire to reverence and cherish his mother 
and sisters. After an absence abroad of many years, during which the 
memory of home and fatherland has occupied a sacred place in his 
heart, he returns a rich, prosperous man to Berlin, desirous of helping 
his family and hving happily with them. With a terrible shock he 
discovers that the years that have passed have put a barrier, strong 
and impassable, between him and his kindred. • They have remained 
hopelessly sordid in their views; his mother is willing to receive 
presents from his employer’s servants, and favours of a most ques¬ 
tionable kind from his employer’s son, his sister Alma, young and 
beautiful, is bent on enjoyment at whatever cost. His emotions on 
seeing them all again is great; their feeling is surprise at his having 
a Count as a friend, and anxiety to know how rich he is, and what 
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he is going to give them. He is conscious at the first meeting that 
ho is out of sympathy with them, though it is some time before he 
realises in its fulness the life they are leading. Alma’s remark, 
‘ One has only one‘life, asid. the great thing "is to be jolly. Are you 
jolly, Kobert ? ’ surprises him, and rouses an uneasiness in his mind 
that is only increased as time ^oos on. His friend. Count Trast, a 
wealthy cofiee merchant, a cosmopolitan and a philosopher who years 
ago had to leave the army because of large gambling debts, and 
whom the mihtary code of honour—which he refused to accept— 
would have condemned to suicide, acts as a mouthpiece for the ex¬ 
pression of Sudermann’s ideas, and although Sudermann is too good 
a dramatist to moralise at any great length, it, must be confessed 
tjiat Count Trust’s perorations, wise as they are, on ideas of honour 
are apt to be now and again a httle tedious. But he is a sensible 
adviser to Eobert. He tells him he has gone out of his own class 
and cannot go back. Their ideas are not his ‘ideas, their standards 
not his. ‘ Give what is required in the matter of money, give in 
abundance, but—leave them and come with me.’ But to Robert 
such a course is impossible; he cannot abandon his family, and, 
above all, his young sister, for whom he has always cherished the 
deepest affection. 

With Count Trast he pays a formal visit to his employer, the 
manufacturer, Miihlingk, whose son, Kurt, leads a gay, careless life, 
and regards himself as in every way immeasurably superior to his 
father’s employe, Robert Heineckc. ‘ I cannot introduce my friends, 
the sons of good families,’ he says, ‘ to a clerk who lives in a back 
flat ’ (Hinterhaus ; in Berlin many of the large houses are divided 
in this curious way into back and front flats), though, as his sister 
Lenore quietly reminds him, he has no objection to having the most 
intimate relations with the clerk’s beautiful sister. In Lenore Suder¬ 
mann has given us one of his finest female characters; in a milieu 
of false ideas and ideals, of conventional codes of honour, with a 
father who cares for little but money-making, and a brother whose 
chosen companions are worthless young ofiicers, whoso days are 
passed in idleness and profligacy, while yet in the presence of his 
parents he maintains a hypocritical attitude of filial obedience, Lenore 
has grofm up pure-minded, self-reliant, and strenuous, a hater of the 
frivolous society life which her mother is so anxious for her to lead; 
and although years have passed since she has seen Robert, she has 
always cared for him, ^nd has therefore, greatly to her parents’ vexa¬ 
tion, refused many excellent suitors. Count Trast by chance dis¬ 
covers that Kurt Miihlingk is Alma’s lover, and Robert, to his horror, 
learns that his fnarried sister has been allowing her home to be used 
as a place of rendezvous for the lovers. He reproaches his parents 
for allowing the girl to go out at night, but the mother will not allow 
that there was any harm in that, and her one idea of punishment 
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for daughter is that she shall now stay at home and do house¬ 
hold work, while the father is determined to drive her out of the house 
to redeem his ‘ honour.’ ‘ She has brought dishonour on me. I am 
the master of the house; I know what haa to ba done. Poor people 
have their ideas of honour. She has her father’s curse.’ And when 
the mother says? ‘ No, no, not that,’ he rephes, ‘ You do not under¬ 
stand the meaning of honour. Honour ’—striking his breast—‘ is 
here. I will drive her out of house and home.’ Such words ring 
strangely from the lips of a father who has given no protection to a 
young daughter, and who has been perfectly conscious of the atten¬ 
tion bestowed on her by his employer’s son. It is a false idea of 
honorr, as false as^that of the young* main’s who sees nothing dis- 
hon'.i -.ble in his relations with Alma, but regards it as shameful to 
be on terms of social equality with her brother who has been a clerk 
in his father’s employ. To Robert the situation is full of difficulty * 
he loves his sister, add still believes she is more s’nned against than 
sinning. Shall he force Kurt to marrj' her, or shall he decide the 
matter in the conventional fashion by a duel ? No, he will tafee her 
right away. ‘ The innocent, child-like soul which he has dragged in 
the mud he can never restore, and no other satisfaction do I want.’ 
By love and by protection on his part, by repentance and hard work 
on Alma’s, she will in course of time win redemption. But he has 
made his plans in ignorance of his sister’s nature. She is no re¬ 
pentant Magdalen, and she is absolutely unable to imderstand her 
brother’s point of view. Wliat has she done that she should be 
treated with such severity ? ‘ I am young and pretty; I want to 

enjoy myself, and wear nice dresses. I don’t want to marry a man 
in a factory. I want a gentleman, and as to marrying him—well, 

if I can’t do that. I’ll-, And Kurt has always been very good to 

me; I don’t want you and your protection. Girls like me don’t 
come to grief.’ Robert can do nothing, and when he learns that 
his parents have joyfully accepted a large sum of money from the 
betrayer’s father, and that Alma is thus absolved from her guilt, 
he at last recognises that all possibility of intercourse with his family 
is at an end, and with horror and despair he leaves his home. He 
determines now to seek satisfaction from Kurt, but his friend points 
out the folly of this. Whose honour has been smirched ? Certainly 
not his family’s, for they, one and all, glory in the fruits of dishonour, 
and if he is killed in the duel how will that mend matters ? ‘You 
are chasing a phantom; no one has tarnished your honour. APer 
all, what is this honour but a mixture of pride, shame, desire to justify 
oneself ? Honour is one thing to you, another to your family, some¬ 
thing else to your employer. For nine years you have been living 
among gentlemen, and now you are demanding from your people a 
code of honour that does not belong to them. Their honour has been 
satisfied—with money. It^may^seem horrible ’—in response to an 
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exclamation of horror from Robert—‘ but it is the truth, which^f^ like 
nature, is often horrible.’ Robert unwillingly agrees to forego satis* 
faction, land to return to India, but not before he has paid back to 
his employer the laarge sum given by him to Alma. He seeks an 
interview with him, and after making his final settlement with the 
firm, which he is leaving, his employer bids him fairewell. ‘ I wish 
you all good luck in the futurfe. Be a sensible fellow, and don’t 
forget how much you are indebted to my house.’ To which Robert 
replies : ‘ No, sir, that I shall never forget. Here are the forty thou¬ 
sand marks which you were kind enough to present to my father.’ 
‘ The money was a gift, not a loan.’ ‘ In spite of that I feel myself 
responsible for paying it baok.’ The elder man’s astonishment is 
great; while the son says with meaning : ‘ Do you not think it is very 
odd, father, that our clerk should have been able to save so much ? ’ 
Robert, who has until now restrained himself with great difficulty, 
rushes on the young man, exclaiming : ‘ You scoundrel! Repeat that 
again.’ He is interrupted by the entrance of Lenore and her mother ; 
and the former, who a short time previously has passionately pro¬ 
claimed her abhorrence of the life she and her people live, with its 
morality measured by money and its false and hideous standards of 
honour, implores her father to ofier one word of apology to Robert 
for the wrong that has been done him. ‘ Are you mad ? ’ says the 
father; and Robert interposes; ‘ Never mind about that. I shall 
always remember you with gratitude as long as I live. You, and 
you alone, represent everything that home means. God bless you 
for aU your goodness ! And now farewell! ’ Lenore casts on one 
side all the fetters that have bound her, and allows expression to her 
own soul. She goes up to Robert, and passionately cries out: ‘ Do 
not go away—do not, or, if you must go, take me with you! Do 
not leave me alone; I shall die cooped up in these walls ! You are 
my home ; you have aljrays been. Look, I have put my arms round 
your neck; you cannot cast me off!’ To her father’s exclamation, 

‘ Good gracious, what a scandal I ’ she replies : ‘ My dear father, we 
will not quarrel. I have always loved tliis man. In exchange for 
what you have taken from him I offer him as compensation all that 
I have ’—looking towards Robert; ‘ I have nothing but myself to 
offer, bul^if he will have that-’ . 

Die Ehre is a problem play in the sense that all great plays— 
Hamlet, Lear, The Trojan Women —are such, in so far as they deal 
with the complexities of life and character which to the thoughtful 
person must always present problems, many of which seem to be 
insoluble. It is a reahstic play, and deals with much that is sordid 
and even repulsive, but the final impression left on the spectator’s 
mind is not a disagreeable one. Robert springs from a class which, 
in its struggle for daily bread, loses all self-respect, yet he has kept 
his alive and sensitive; Lenore, belonging to a higher social grade, 
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sees ground her nothing but the worship of mammon and ‘ respect¬ 
ability.’ She is supposed to know nothing and to see nothing. She 
must not refer to her brother’s ill-doing, for that would be unmaidenly, 
but it is impossible fo» her to keep silent She belongs to another 
world from that in which she has hved, and we feel as we take leave 
of her that Robert and she are well mated. Sudermann holds a 
brief for no class; he attacks hypoferisy and conventional morality 
whenever he finds them, and he finds* them everywhere—in the army, 
in the upper classes, among the bourgeois. 

In Das Gluck im Winkel, produced in 1896, three years after 
Heimat, Sudermann has dealt with a far simpler subject. The action 
takes place at the end of the nineteenth century in a small town in 
North Germany, a* district well known to the author. The three 
principal characters in the play are Herr Wiedemann, a schoolmaster 
(the kind depicted with such a loving hand by that master of the 
prose idyll, J. P. Richter), his wife Elisabeth, and a nobleman. Von 
Rocknitz. The schoolmaster is a widower with three children when 
he weds the gentle and timid orphan girl, and brings her to a pea^ful, 
sheltered home, where she lives, if not joyously, at least contentedly, 
and gives great happiness to husband and children, to whom she is, 
in everything but name, a mother. It is a charming picture of a 
happy, rightly directed life—a husband respected by his colleagues 
and pupils, looked up to and admired by his wife, a wife tenderly 
cherished by a devoted husband; happy children, kindly friends. 
Is this the stuff of which tragedy is made ? It is the glory of Suder¬ 
mann that he has found in seemingly commonplace fives and situa¬ 
tions material for the most tragic emotions. There is little in the 
play, but what there is is extraordinarily dramatic and intense. To 
the quiet home, protected from storms and violence, passion comes 
in the shape of Von Rocknitz, the type of the Ubermensch who will 
have everything from fife that he desires. There is no sight or wrong 
to him beyond the satisfaction of his wants. Long before Elisabeth 
has married the schoolmaster he has pressed his attentions upon her, 
and it was really to escape from his passion, which has aroused a 
corresponding passion in her own heart, that she has accepted the 
love and protection of her husband. She is not in love vnth her 
husband, but she is intensely grateful to him, for the man she loves 
is married. And Catherine had a sensitive conscience. Only in the 
shelter of married fife can she find refuge from her own desires, and, 
as time goes on, a certain measure of happiness in the knowledge 
that she is giving Sappiness to those around her. She has banished, 
as she thinks, love from her fife, and in its place put duty. But love 
is not so quickly overcome, and when Von Rocknitz unexpectedly 
appears in her home she knows that it has been stifled but never 
killed. All the passionate love for which she has been yearning, all 
the warmth and glow which have been denied her in her peaceful 
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married life, rise up and demand satisfaction. She avoids her/ over, 
she battles against herself, she is torn between her passionate feeling 
for the man she loves and her desire to act loyally towards the man 
who loves her, and who has been so immeasurably good to her. There 
is a wonderful scene between her and Von Rocknitz, in which he 
implores her not to send him away. She is everything to him; his 
own life is miserable. He is iriarried to an uncongenial wife. May 
he not have the consolation of her love ? Elisabeth feels that it is 
an unequal fight when both combataiuts really desire the same thing, 
and she knows she cannot struggle any longer. But to a woman 
of Catherine’s temperament unlawful love, although it might give 
the most exquisite joy for a t’me, could never mean long-lived happi¬ 
ness, for she possessed not only an intense capacity for passionate 
love, but, unfortunately for her own peace of mind, great sensitive- 
-ness. Loving as she does (and she acknowledges it), she believes 
that life henceforward is impossible, and she •determines to drown 
herself. Better that than other things that might happen. And so 
she makes all her last arrangements, and quietly lets herself out of 
the house at night, but her husband prevents her. He has known 
all from the beginning; there is little need for Catherine to make 
confession. He understands, but he wants her and needs her; she 
is dearer than all else besides to him. And the play ends with Cathe¬ 
rine’s taking up the threads of her daily life once again; henceforth 
she is at peace. Critics have objected to the end as unconvincing, 
that a woman like Catherine could not possibly pass her days thus; 
she was too young to have foregone passion and joy, and that the 
ending is merely conventional. But is it really so ? Are there not 
some natures that, having once rejected passionate love, no matter 
for what reason, never desire it again ? And to a nature like Cathe¬ 
rine’s, that had given its intensest love to one who could never gratify 
it, peace, and tenderness, and security would be all it demanded 
from life. Readers of Mark Rutherford will recall a somewhat 
similar situation in MirianCs Schooling, where Miriam, storm-tossed 
by passion which could not be honourably gratified, accepts with 
thankfulness the afiection of the kindly basket-maker in the quiet 
little country town. To some passion comes once, and once only, 
and iKit is impossible of indulgence they ask nothing more from 
life but peace after storm. Such was Sudermann’s heroine. 

Schmetterlingsschlackt (The Butterflies’ Battle), so-called because 
the heroine paints butterflies on fans as a means of livelihood, is 
described as a comedy, but the description is scarcely suitable. It 
is a sordid play, and does not show Sudermann at his best, although, 
as in all his work, the characterisation is excellent, and the dialogue 
is light and often amusing. It deals with the middle class, and is 
chiefly concerned with the struggles of a very poor widow—her hus¬ 
band has been an inspector of taxes—^to bring up her three beautiful 
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daugliters so that they shall seoure good marriages. For this purpose 
she schemes, and cheats, and deceives, and when she is discovered 
she boldly justifies he,r actions. What right has the rich manu¬ 
facturer, who has never known hunger or poverty, to reproach her, 
a woman alone, who was left penniless, to struggle as best she could 
for her three clildren 1 ‘ Am I ashamed,’ she says, ‘ at all this 

deception 1 No, I can no longer feel any shame. I have had too 
great a struggle with poverty.. Do you know what a pound of meat 
costs ? Do you know what a pound of margarine costs ? It costa 
a good bit, I can tell you ; and one gets six marks for a dozen fans. It 
takes a lot to keep the girls in food and clothes, I can tell you.’ Into 
her mouth Sudermann puts a bold inictment of the modem social 
and economic system that places a woman in such a position, aftd 
it is indeed difficult for those who have lived in ease and comforti 
to cast a stone at thp widow. Her two elder daughters spend their 
lives in pursuit of the male, while the youngest, a delightful girl, 
works early and late at her butterflies to keep the family. She^acts, 
at first unconscioiisly, as a go-between in an intrigue between her 
eldest sister and one of her employer’s clerks, and when later on this 
liaison is likely to cause a mpture between this sister and a very rich 
prospective bridegroom, it is put down to Rosie’s account. But, as 
is right in a comedy, innocence wins in the end, and the play closes 
with wedding bells. 

Sudermann has here painted his female characters in unsparing 
colours. He is in this play too much the satirist to do justice to 
comedy, and the picture he presents to us, though no doubt a true 
one, is ugly and hardly suitable for light treatment; yet not altogether 
ugly, for it is redeemed by the figure of Rosie. 

MorUuri consists of three very short plays, each dealing with the 
effect of the approach of death on character. In Teja the dramatist 
has found an historical subject. His hero is* the last king of the 
Ostrogoths, whose host has dwindled to a few starving men. The 
enemy is close, and treachery has delivered his long-expected fleet 
laden with provisions into their hands. Shall he and his best be 
starved into submission, or, hke brave warriors, lose their lives on 
the field of battle ? His own heroic courage inspires his hunger- 
.stricken followers, and death in battle is decided upon. But the 
women must not know lest they should hold them back. The king 
bas been wedded that morning, but no woman’s influence has come 
near him. He is soldier and a king, and a whole nation is about to 
die. His thoughts are all on this as in the evening before the battle 
he aits alone in his tent. It is not death that fills him^with melancholy 
—he is too brave a man to care for that—but the thought of the down¬ 
fall of a great people. And to him comes his newly-wedded wife, 
and with ineffable sweetness and womanly submission she bends 
over him, offering him fruit and drink. For the first time in his life 
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he is affected by the presence of a woman, and the scene which Stakes 
place between them—he on the verge of death and knowing his wife 
to be unaware of this, she filled with love and compassion—^is full 
of beauty. 

Teja kneels by his wife. , 

‘ Thou art beautiful! I never knew my mother.’ 

‘ Never knew her ? ’ * 

‘ I have never had a sister-^nobody ever-. I have never 

known the meaning of joy in my whole life. Now at the last moment 
I am learning to know it.’ 

‘ Why at the last moment,? ’ 

‘ Do not ask why. Eat, I pray thee. Take a 'piece of mine.’ 

They drink together. 

. ‘ Who art thou, and why dost thou come hither ? What dost 

thou want of me ? ’ 

‘ I want to love thee.’ 

‘ Thou—oh, my wife ! ’ They embrace ; then softly : ‘ And 
couldst thou not kiss me ? ’ 

She shakes her head confusedly. 

‘ Why not ? Tell me why not.’ 

‘ I will whisper it in thine ear.’ 

‘ Well ? ’ 

‘ Thy beard has milk upon it! ’ And the mighty warrior who 
has never laughed bursts into roars of laughter and kisses her. 

The king is interrupted by his henchman, who comes with news 
of the morrow’s arrangements ; but before going to take command 
he has a last interview with his wife. He stands before her and takes 
her head in his hands. 

‘ I feel as if in this hour we were wandering hand-in-hand 
through a whole world of joy and sorrow. It vanishes, everytliing 
vanishes; I am once more what I was—no, no, never that again! 
But thou, my queen, be thou the bravest among all women; wilt 
thou ? ’ 

‘ What dost thou demand of me ? ’ 

‘ Thou wilt not entreat and cry ? ’ 

‘ Noj^my lord.’ 

‘ The moment approaches ; we are face to face with death.’ 

‘ I do not mind. No one can attack us until the ships come-’ 

‘ The ships will never come.’ (She is overwhelmed.) ‘ But we 
men are going out to fight.’ ' 

‘ Thou canst not do that; that is impossible.’ 

‘ We must. ,iThou art the queen, and dost thou not see that 
we must ? ’ 

‘ Yes, I do see.’ 

‘ The king fights in the first rank, and we shall never see each 
other alive. Dost thou understand that ? ’ 
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‘ Ves, I understand.’ 

They look at each other silently. 

‘ Give me thy blessing.’ 

He falls on his knee*s before her, puts W hand on his head ; she 
bends trembling towards him and kisses him on his forehead. Such 
a scene is surely'Greek in its intensify, in its tragedy, and in its re¬ 
straint. • 

Fritzchen, the second of the three plays, deals with that favourite 
subject of German novelists and dramatists—^military honour. The 
hero who gives his name to the play is a young lieutenant who has 
had a liaison with a married woman; her husband has horsewhipped 
him in the public street, and he has not at once answered the insult 
with his sword. A court of honour is held to consider the case; hcrw 
can the young man avenge his outraged honour, by suicide or by a, 
duel ? The latter is infinitely to be preferred, but as his antagonist 
is not in the army it is doubtful whether the military code of honour 
would permit a duel. Pending the decision Fritzchen goes to^take 
leave of his parents and of his cousin, to whom he is devotedly attached. 
The interest of the play is largely psychological, and dramatic irony 
heightens the pathos of the situation. His mother is overcome with 
joy at seeing him quite unexpectedly, and the father presses him to 
take some wine. ‘ Don’t worry him,’ says the mother, ‘ remember 
he is going away directly.’ ‘Yes,’ rephes Fritzchen, ‘I am going 
away directly.’ Alone with his son, the father rallies the boy on his 
love afiaixs, and hints that he knows all about his entanglement. In 
a light chaffing tone he tells him he will cure him of his troubles, and 
the boy says perhaps he would if there were time, but ‘ In twenty- 
four hours I am a dead man,’ and then he tells his father the whole 
story. The father storms and rages, teUs him he has dishonoured his 
name, but to the son, in the near presence of death, these reproaches 
sound vain and empty. Is not liis father to blame ? did he not bid 
liimsowhis ‘ wild oats’ ? and when just before joining the army he had 
desired to become engaged to liis cousin had not his father said, 

‘ Gain first of all experience of life, do what your father and grand¬ 
father did’? ‘ I liad not the least desire for such experience. . . I saw 

in every woman a holy being. Such an attitude may have been very 
foolish and young, but oh, if you had only left me this—I should still 
have loved x\gnes.’ The father feels the reproach to be only too true, 
and is overwhelmed with remorse; their conversation is interrupted 
by the arrival of Britz’s brother officer, who informs him that the 
court of honour has decided in favour of a duel. 

‘ Thank God! ’ exclaim both father and son. , 

The last scene is short but poignant; the mother, unconscious of 
her only and beloved child’s approaching death, is playful and gay ; 
she is delighted to see her son’s friend, and only regrets that duty 
compels them both to go away so soon. 
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‘ My dear boy, you will get leave of absence again soon, /won’t 
you ? ’ 

‘ Oh yes, of course, dearest mother; after the manoeuvres we’ll 
get leave, and then we’ll all have a jolly time together.’ 

The father softly whispers to Agnes, who loves Fritzchen, ‘Say 
good-bye to him, you will nevpr see him again.’ (We are informed 
in the play that the opponent is a dead shot.) 

‘ Dear Ag-(Fritz looks at her straight in the face, and under¬ 

stands that she knows, then very earnestly, and softly), ‘ farewell! ’ 

‘ Farewell, !ft:itz! ’ 

‘ I love thee! ’ 

‘ I shall always love thee! ’ 

‘ And he goes out to meet his death, wantonly sacrificed to a false 
code of honour, the power of which it is difficult for English readers 
to understand. No word of censure is spoken by the father for the 
act that leads to the insult; it is the insult, publicly given to an 
officer, that can only be wiped out by death. The characters of the 
father and the son, given with a few strong strokes, stand out with 
lifehke distinctness; the girl, who appears only for a few minutes, 
and says very little, is alive to her finger-tips, and is a true sister to 
Lenore in Die Ehre and Beate in Es lebe das Leben in her power of love 
and self-control. 

The last play of the series Das Bhtmmhoot, which is, I believe, 
Sudermann’s last work, needs to be read to be understood and appre¬ 
ciated at its right value. We are introduced into fashionable, idle, 
pleasure-loving Berlin society of the present day. The Baroness 
Efflingen, after many ‘gallant’ adventures, has settled down with 
her second husband, a member of the aristocracy, and a worthless 
creature who spends most of his time at the gaming tables ; there are 
two daughters by the first marriage, one of whom is married to a man 
belonging to the middle class, who carries on the great commercial 
business of his wife’s grandfather. His mother-in-law hates liim for 
his seriousness and hard work, which are a continual reproach to her, 
and the baron regards him with contempt as a man ‘ who washes his 
hands with soap at a penny a cake.’ He, in return, despises the idle 
life le^ by his wife’s relatives, and although at his chief’s desire he 
resides in the family mansion, he^ mixes little in the society which 
gathers there, but he adores his wife Kaffaela. The scene in which 
RafEaela, who is to cyder her life to such tragic ends, is introduced, 
strikes the keynote of the play. She is described as dreamy, dark¬ 
eyed, shrinking, and in the short conversations with her mother, 
husband, and qster, her character is revealed as that of a very loving, 
weak woman, who craves for manifestations of love from a husband 
who by nature and circumstances is unable to respond. He scarcely 
understands her, and he is overburdened with the worries of a vast 
commercial undertaking, and is obliged to be much away from home. 
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TheViaugliter of a pleasure-loving mother, the yoimg wife allows her 
emotions, her ultra-sentimentality to get the better of her; she is young, 
very beautiful, and himgering for a passionate love, and in the society 
in which she moves—^rioh, idle, profligate—it is but natural that a lover 
should appear. He is a renowned traveller, and, like Von Rocknitz 
in Das Ol'uck tm Winkel, he fascinates and compels the love of all 
women he meets ; he is ever in the background, hovering as a kind of 
Damocles’s sword, and casting an atniosphere of suppressed excitement 
over the play. The young wife resists him for a long time, but fate 
seems to work against her; her husband, in spite of her entreaty 
that she may go away with him, leaves her with her mother while he 
goes off on business; her mother invitea the renowned traveller to her 
parties, and so throws them together, while her younger sister, Thea, 
almost forces her into the arms of her lover with the idea that by so 
doing she is helping her sister to develop her personality! No wonder 
she falls an easy prey, and yet we feel throughout the play that she 
spoke the truth when she said she adored her husband ; such women 
require protection and caresses, and are not content with the know¬ 
ledge that their husbands love them. The sister Thea, a girl of nine¬ 
teen, is emphatically a child of her age; young though she is, in 
feelings she is a mature woman; she is without a sense of either 
religion or duty, she is desirous of knowing all and experiencing all. 
She laughs at the idea that because she is unmarried and a young girl 
she must know nothing : one must be oneself at whatever cost. She 
is a keen observer of those around her; she sees through her mother’s 
elegant pretences, she divines her sister’s secret inclinations, she 
analyses her ot^ti feelings with a hideous clearness. She has no 
illusions : ‘ Girls like us cannot love with all our being, our hearts are 
too much given over to enjoyment for that—we cannot feel deeply— 
I feel that every time a man wants to marry me—a noble, true man 
like the Count—I can’t love him; a good conjrade like Fred, that’s 

another matter—but love for a lifetime-! ’ 

She thinks she understands herself through and through, but she 
is really unconscious of how much she loves her cousin Fred; when 
she marries him she makes a compact with him that each shall be 
entirely free and untrammelled, she will lead her life, he his. With 
such a philosophy it is not*surprising that after a few months she finds 
her marriage unhappy, and out of sheer desire for excitement, and to 
pique her husband, she encourages the Count who had desired her 
formerly as his wife. She is but playing wkh fire, and when she 
recognises that to tire Count it is Ufe or death, she draws back almost 
conscience-stricken; she perceives the poor part she is playing when 
she comes face to face with reality. ‘ I can only act—to myself—to 
you—to others. Perhaps there is something real in me, but it has 
never been awakened, and you cannot awaken it; you least of all, 
for you haven’t a glimmer of what I really am like.’ When her husband. 
Vox.. LX—No. 36C X X 
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stirred by jealousy, demands an explanation of her meeting witjTthe 
Coimt, she reminds him of their compact. He has nothing to com¬ 
plain of; she has never interfered with his liberty, he has no right tn 
interfere with hers. • Yet though she speaks thus proudly, she knows 
that it is her doing that has made a shipwreck of their married life, 
for, oddly enough, Fred has never desired this compact, and is genuinely 
anxious to put away the follies df his unmarried days. 

The last scene takes place al midnight, after a gay water fete at 
the baroness’s country house ; RafEaela (whose husband is still away) 
has arranged to go on the lake at midnight with her lover. Unex¬ 
pectedly her husband returns and some careless words of Fred arouse 
his suspicion; he believes in his wife, yet he cannot forget she is the 
daughter of her mother (and he alone knows what that mother’s 
life has been). He questions his mother-in-law, who treats his sus¬ 
picions with contempt; he belongs to a section of society, she says, 
that cannot understand a woman like Rafiaela,' and she advises him 
to dismiss the matter from his mind. He determines to take his 
wife -away : ‘ I will save her from all this—that is, if it is not too 
late-^if you have not yet-’ 

But, alas! it is too late; Raffaela tells her sister she must keep 
her midnight appointment, and Thea, doubtful as to the depth of her 
sister’s feeling, questions her on the subject. 

‘You do really love him with that unspeakable, immeasurable 
love that some few beings feel 1 Do you really feel he is your fate, 
80 that you do not mind if Leopold knows it, or if Leopold kills you ? ’ 

‘ Ah, at this moment all is of supreme indifference to me—except 
my love.’ 

‘ Then go; then throw yourself into his arms; then—no, do not 
go yet, not yet; and he, does he love you in the same way 1 Tell me.’ 

RafEaela is fain to confess that her lover is spoiled and petted by 
nrany women; and sha cannot expect such love from him. Her sister 
begs her not to go. 

‘ You are throwing yourself away, you are making yourself 
cheap-’ 

‘ And supposing he is unfaithful to me, what then ? ’ 

‘ Oh, Ela ! ’ 

‘ Do you know what that means to me ? ‘My blood is on fire ; if he 
were to forsake me I should die, or if I didn’t die then I should go to 
anybody. I am like a prostitute, who wants me can have me.* 

‘Oh, Ela, Ela!’ * 

‘ Do you remember how I said to you “ Don’t 5rive me to this! I 
love Leopold, I depend on him, I need his protection. But you, you 
urged me on, yofi and mama; and now, now, when I am beyond my 
own self-control you would like all to go quite smoothly, nothing is 
to happen; you say “ Stay quietly here.” Oh, no, no ; my lover is 
waiting for me! Good-bye! ’ 
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Ti^e tragedy that follows is inevitable; husband and lover meet, 
and the latter is struck down. And the younger sister recognises she 
has been the chief instrument in bringing it about. ‘ Who is guilty ? ’ 
she says in reply to hef husband’s questidn. ‘ P will tell you. She 
begged and prayed—“ Don’t drive me to it! ” but I gave her no 
quarter. I urged and bothered her, made opportunity, I carried 
letters, and to good purpose. I am guilty. I—I—I ’*(and, turning to* 
her mother); ‘ but who made us like this, whoever taught us life was a 
worthy thing, who drove the feeling of duty out of our hearts, who 
laughed us out of it, who strewed flowers for ever in our path ? ’ 

It is impossible to deal adequately with Sudermann’s dramatic 
work within the naiyow limit of a Re^flew article, but, slight as the 
above descriptions are, they will have fulfilled their purpose if thqy 
send readers to the plays of the greatest living dramatist, a writer who 
by his wide range of subjects, his depth of insight, his emotional* 
sympathy, his power to draw real, living human beings, added to the 
highest dramatic gifts, should appeal to as large a circle of readers in 
this country as in Germany, where he ranks with the immortals. * 

Florence B. Low. 


X X 2 
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THE CLERICAL CONSPIRACY 


Bepoee the House of Lords proceeds to deal with the Education Bill 
in Committee, it may be useful, as well as opportune, to expose the true 
character and aims of the party from which the attack upon it has 
"chiefly come. There is abundant material for this purpose in the 
Minutes of Evidence given before the Royal Commission on Ecclesi¬ 
astical Discipline. This evidence is extremely interesting, and much 
of it is most amusing. Unlike the dry and colourless Report of the 
Commissioners, where almost everything is sacrificed to unanimity, 
the evidence teems with personal opinion, not to say personal pre¬ 
judice, and many of the questions put throw more light than the 
Report throws upon the various leanings of the Commissioners 
themselves. Lord St. Aldwyn showed as chairman an impartiality 
which ought to be judicial, and was so absolute that it betrayed no 
bias even in favour of the law. The Archbishop of Canterbury cross- 
examined the witnesses of the Church Association with the severit}' 
of a criminal lawyer, and convicted them all, except Lady Wini- 
bome, whose accuracy was marvellous, of slight, insignificant errors 
in detail. The Bishop of Oxford ‘ held a brief ’ for the Ritualists, 
and defended them with an ingenuity too palpably sophistical to be 
really effective. The one Commissioner who represented the Pro¬ 
testant cause with real ability and learning, the Reverend Thomas 
Wortley Drury, is the head of a theological training college at Cam¬ 
bridge, and against Mr. Drury’s encyclopaedic knowledge the fallacies 
of Ritualism were powerless. If it were possible to persuade the 
public that a Blue-book in four volumes was far better reading than 
most i^ovels, the general reader would take especial delight in Sir 
Lewis Dibdin’s masterly examinatibn of Canon Maccoll. The Dean 
of the Arches is, of course, a trained lawj’cr, and an ecclesiastical 
specialist. But there "are few lawyers, and still fewer specialists, who 
could deal as he dealt with sciolism in the garb of erudition. If any 
one wishes to understand the true meaning of the Ornaments Rubric, 
and to answer the question whether Queen Elizabeth ‘ took further 
order,’ he will find Sir Lewis Dibdin’s interrogatories a better guide 
than all the answers of all the witnesses put together. I should be 
the last person to underrate the value of historical knowledge. But 
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Acts Parliament are written in technical language, and some 

acquaintance with legal terminology, as with legal principles, is 
necessary to make them intelligible. 

These four volumes,* which can be obtained *for a few shillings, 
prove beyond a shadow of doubt that a large number of clerg 5 mien, 
and a small number of laymen, in the Church of England are thoroughly 
disloyal to the Reformation, to the .Protestant principle of private 
judgment, and to the Crown. At least three thousand incumbents, 
holding benefices in the endowed and established Church which 
Henry the Eighth and his Parliament finally severed from Rome, 
persist in wearing vestments, and in performing gestures, which the 
King’s Courts established by statute have in the King’s name pro- 
noimced to be illegal. Every one of these reverend gentlemen accepted 
his living with full knowledge that the Church of England is a Parlia¬ 
mentary Church, and that the ultimate authority in all ecclesiastical 
disputes is the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council. This is not 
a matter of opinion. It is a matter of fact. Historically, the Privy 
Council in 1832, and the Judicial Committee in 1833, were substiftited 
for the Court of Delegates, to which Henry transferred the jurisdiction 
of the Pope. Legally, the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council is 
the only body, except Parliament itself, which can determine in the 
last resort if a ceremony is unlawful, or a doctrine is heretical. Whether 
this ought to be the case is a fair question for argument. That it is 
the case no barrister of six months’ standing would venture to deny. 
Yet many clergymen seem to think that it is rather meritorious than 
otherwise to retain their offices and emoluments while they refuse 
compliance with the conditions under which they were presented by 
their patrons, and instituted by their bishops. No truth is simpler, 
or more constantly evaded, than the proposition that an Established 
Church must be Erastian, or, in other words, subordinate to the State. 
The Bishop of Birmingham, who was a scholar of Balliol,*and a Fellow 
of Trinity, told the Commission that he could not see the difference 
in point of freedom and independence between the national Church 
and any other religious body. ‘ Then why are we here ? ’ asked the 
chairman. He might also have asked why the Bishop of Birmingham 
sits in the House of Lords. A Royal Commission of Inquiry into the 
Church of Rome, or the Church of the Wesleyan Methodists, would 
be obviously impertinent. A Royal Commission on Ecclesiastical 
Discipline in the Church of England was urgently required by flagrant 
scandals, and the l^jshop of Birmingham himself volunteered to give 
evidence before it. 

It is these men, habitual repudiators of Protestantism and violators 
of the law, who are the life and soul of the resistance to Mr. Birrell’s 
Bill, because they put dogma before virtue, morality, and truth. 
They are not, I am well aware, the only opponents of the measure. 
Mr. Balfour is fond of referring in this connection to the Bishop of 
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Liverpool, and of describing him as the head of the Low (Jhurch 
party. Under pressure in debate he once added, by way of after¬ 
thought, the Dean of Canterbury. The Bishop of Liverpool is a 
scholarly member df the Evangelical school.' But he is no more the 
leader of the Low Church party than I am, and, as a matter of fact, the 
Church Association has expressed approval of the Bill. The Dean of 
Canterbury is also a learned apd accomplished Protestant. But he 
has a fad. He believes in securing ecclesiastical peace by returning 
to the practices of the sixth century. ‘When, however, he was closely 
questioned by the Commissioners, he admitted that there were 
practices of the sixth century which he would not revive, and others 
of more recent origin which he would retain, thereby making his 
exceptions at least as large as his rule. The fact is, of course, 
that the Education Bill has long become an affair of party, 
and that Conservatives oppose it because it is a Liberal measure. 
The Bishop of Manchester, for instance, who is so little a friend to 
the Ritualists that he would abolish the Episcopal veto on their prose- 
cutidn, has denounced the Bill in terms which would be thought 
excessive if they were applied to the persecution of Christians by tho 
Emperor Nero. But then the Bishop of Manchester is a Tory of the 
Tories, and considers it the duty of the Speaker to throw all Liberal 
measures out of the window. It remains true that the vehemence of 
the agitation against the Bill is supplied by the men who are trying 
to Romanise the Church of England ; and that the same. Bill, if passed 
by the Lords as it stands, would strike their conspiracy a mortal blow 
by delivering from their clutches the children of the poor. 

I propose to deal in this article with the evidence of two typical 
witnesses, one a cleigyman and the other a layman, the Bishop of 
Southwark and Lord Hahfax, both of whom are pretty sure to take 
part in debate in Committee on the Education Bill. But before I 
come to theih I should like to say a word about the extraordinary 
titles which the editor of these State papers has taken it upon himself 
to confer. It is, perhaps, scarcely worth while to remark upon 
Suffragans, who are not, and can never become. Lords of Parliament, 
being styled ‘ Lord Bishops.’ A cynical parson once told me that 
the principal duty of a Sufiragan was persuading or inducing people 
to call ium ‘ my Lord.’ But ‘ the Most Reverend the Lord Bishop of 
St. Andrews ’ does astonish me in* a formal document presented to 
both Houses of Parliament by command of his Majesty. How can 
Dr. Wilkinson, or anybody else, have the right tq call himself Bishop 
of St. Andrews ? Parliament has not thought fit to create territorial 
dioceses in Scotland, and the Protestant Episcopalians of that country 
are as much DiMenters as the Presbyterians are here. But perhaps 
the weirdest freak of the editor in the way of titles is ‘ the Lord Bishop 
of Albany.’ Surely most schoolboys know that there are no lords in 
the United States. It is a little hard to make an American bishop, a 
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most,respectable man, ridiculous in the eyes of his fellow-country¬ 
men, who happily visit this country in such a vast and constant 
stream. Now I come to the Bishop of Southwark. That excellent 
prelate gave his evidence as Bishop of Rockester. But it is the same 
Edward Talbot, scholarly, devout, accomplished, urbane. The High 
Church could not have a better spokesman, and the pretensions which 
ho puts forward may be regarded as* the most gilded form of the pill 
that the English people are asked to swallow. The bishop proved a 
most eager, voluble witness. His courtesy is charming, he has a 
great belief in words, and every question put to him elicited something 
like a treatise. The Bishop of Southwwk is a man who cares nothing 
for rank, wealth, er position, and has entirely devoted himself to 
Christian work of the most practical kind at Keble College, in Leeds, 
and in the South of London. He is ever 3 d;hing that he ought to be, 
except a Protestant, .and it is time for the English people to realise 
what the exception means. Six or seven years ago Sir William 
Harcourt, always a stout Erastian, took a prominent part, chiefly by 
letters to the Times, in denouncing Ritualism as defiance of ecclesiastical 
law. All the practices which Sir William condemned had been 
pronounced illegal by the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, 
so that there could be no question about their irregularity. This is 
the language in which the Bishop of Southwark speaks of the episode ; 
‘ All that attempt, of course [sic], was in the highest degree imdis- 
crirainating. There was nothing in it likely to make any appeal to 
the persons who needed control,’ that is the clergymen who were 
breaking the law ; ‘ on the contrary, speaking broadly, all the principles 
which they attached value to were treated with contumely, and the 
effect likely to be produced upon them by that was all for harm, 
and all for the weakening and disabling of legitimate authority. It 
swept across the track at that time, and certainly made our difficulties 
very much greater.’ What does the Bishop of Southwark mean by 
legitimate authority ? Sir William Harcourt appealed to nothing 
else. The bishop, who has twice done homage to the Crown for the 
temporalities of his Sees, who was appointed by the Crown on the 
advice of a secular statesman, treats the King in Council as having 
no legitimate authority at all. How can the inferior clergy be expected 
to obey the law when that is th? example set them by the best of 
their fathers in God ? Upon one point the Bishop of Southwark’s 
amiable volubility came to a sudden stop, the church of St. 
Agnes, Kennington^ in the diocese of Rochester, there was a service 
on Palm Sunday, 1904, called ‘ The Blessing and Procession of Palms,’ 
quite tmknown to the Church of England, accompanied, as it would 
be in the Church of Rome, with lights and incense. The Bishop 
remonstrated with the incumbent about this service, and he was asked 
by Lord St. Aldwyn the plain question ‘ Has he since undertaken to 
stop it ? ’ ‘I think,’ replied his lordship, ‘ I will not say anything 



672 


THE NINETEENTH GENTUBY 


Oct. 


more about it,’ A Royal Commission cannot compel a witness to 
answer. But the public will draw their own conclusions from the 
episcopal silence. 

The Bishop of Southwark claims a great deal of power, far more 
than he would concede to Commons, Lords, and King. For instance, 
he maintains his right to authorise the use in the churches of his 
diocese of collects outside the Book of Common Prayer, as for St. 
Agnes, and for the Beheading of St. ^hn the Baptist. * Supposing,’ 
said Lord St. Aldwyn, ‘ the collect fdl^t, Agnes Day and the collect 
for the Beheading of St. John the Baptist were the collects in use in 
the Roman Church for those days, should you have sanctioned them ? ’ 
‘ I should not care in the least,’ replied the Bishop,r ‘ whether they were 
the collects in the Roman Church or not, if they did not seem to me 
to be in themselves objectionable.’ Now the Bishop knows perfectly 
well that the fact of these prayers being used by the Church of Rome 
is not an accident. Nor is it an accident that they have been omitted 
from our Prayer Book. They were omitted by the Reformers because 
they were, ^from a Protestant point of view, superstitious, and they are 
reintroduced by the Ritualistic clergy with his approval for precisely 
the same reason. In other words, his lordship desires, in this as in 
other respects, to undo what the Reformation did. That he has no 
legal authority to permit the adulteration of the Prayer Book by 
extraneous matter, which he promised when he became a bishop to 
banish and drive away, does not concern him at all. He could hardly 
go further if, instead of being Bishop of Southwark, he were Bishop of 
Rome, But then he would have no authority within this realm of 
England. There are some points, I think, on which the High Church¬ 
men have a strong case, and on which they would meet with a good 
deal of sympathy even from those who do not share their general 
opinions. There is nothing in the authoritative documents of the 
English Church whicK’ prohibits prayers for the dead, and it is surely 
presumptuous in any human being to limit the scope of prayer. I 
have never myself been able to see why a cross, the great symbol of 
Christianity, or even a crucifix, if it be not itself worshipped, as now¬ 
adays it hardly ever would, should not be openly exhibited in a Christian 
church. The reservation of the Sacrament, on the other hand, is 
forbiddten by the rubric on the express, and expressly Protestant, 
ground that it implies the adoration of the elements. There are 
places, such as hospitals, where exception may properly be made, 
for the comfort and succour of the sick and dying. But no one can 
read this evidence impartially without perceiving that what the clergy 
mean by the necessity of reservation for the sick is their own personal 
prejudice against communicating themselves at what they choose to 
consider unsuitable times. Of course any layman who prefers to com¬ 
municate fasting is perfectly free to do so. But fasting communion 
is not the rule in the Church of England, and all the parsons in England 
have no right to make it so. Those who think that to communicate 
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withput fasting, or without confession, is wrong, should join the 
Church of Kome. It is, no doubt, perfectly true that few clergymen 
of any school observe with punctilious scrupulosity all the directions 
of the rubric. The celebration of the Communion with the intention 
that there should be no communicants is a plain defiance of the Prayer 
Book, like hiding the act of consecratjon, or saying the words inaudibly. 
But it would be tyrannical to censure a clergyman for administering 
the sacrament to two persons,when he had expected that there would 
be more, or for not insisting upon the obsolete direction that com¬ 
municants must give previous notice. Tal^, again, the obligation of 
daily service, both morning and aften^oon. The Commissioners find 
as a fact that this* duty is impartially neglected by High, Low, and 
Broad. No Court would inflict a penalty upon a clerg 3 maan ^ho 
refused to address his wife and his clerk as ‘ dearly beloved brethren.’ 
The whole service implies the presence of a reasonable congregation, 
by which I mean a congre^tion of reasonable size. At the same 
time it is only fair to say that the restoration of daily services in j)opu- 
lous places where they should never have been disused, isjmainly the 
work of High Churchmen, who are so far carrying out their legal as 
well as their pastoral functions. The ceremonial use of incense and 
of candles is, on the other hand, as direct and deliberate a violation of 
the law as the wearing of special vestments for the Holy Communion 
in parish churches. The ablest representative of the Kitualists who 
appeared before the Commission, Dr. Cobb, said frankly that, so long 
as the Church was established, he considered himself and other clergy¬ 
men to be bound by the decisions of the Judicial Committee. Dr. 
Cobb, however, professed that he could not understand what these 
decisions were. As regards vestments, I can scarcely believe that 
Dr. Cobb is serious. It is open for him, or for anybody else, to say that 
in his opinion Clifton v. Ridsdale was wrongly decided, ^nyone might 
say as much, or as little, of any judgment in any court. But it cannot 
be doubted that in Clifton v. Ridsdale the surplice was pronounced by 
the final Court of Appeal the only legal vestment for use in parish 
(ihurches, to the exclusion of albs, copes, chasubles, and all such other 
things. It is equally indisputable that these Ritualistic vestments 
are worn for the purpose, of shomng that the Holy Communion is 
identical with that mysterious tind sacrificial rite which Catholics 
call the Mass. To substitute Mass for Communion is the simplest 
and most obvious mode of annulling the Reformation, reintroducing 
priestcraft, and banishing Protestantism from the Church of England. 
That these illegal ceremonies are sometimes due to bad taste, love of 
what is ugly and tawdry, want of reverence for the «mple beauty of 
ancient churches, I should readily admit. But underlying them all is 
the sentiment which glories in the name of Catholic, and uses Pro- 
t/estant, or ‘ Prot,’ as a term of abuse. 

There are at least three thousand clergjonen who habitually break 
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the law by wearing ‘ vestments.’ The evidence given before the 
Commission has dispelled the idea that the bishops have, by exercising 
their power of veto, j)revented the prosecution of these law-breakers. 
In one case the Bishop of London did himself threaten prosecution, 
and the clergyman at once resigned his living to join the Church of 
Borne. In most cases it seems t<j have been assumed that prosecution 
would not be allowed, and the evidence of the bishops justifies the 
assumption. They think that they can interpret the Ornaments 
Rubric better than the most eminent judges of the land, and that 
the clergy cannot be expected to ‘ recognise,’ or in plain English to 
obey, the King’s Courts. I need not waste words in arguing the 
utter futility of such a position when taken up by the Parliamentary 
prelates of a Parliamentary Church. No power on earth except 
J*arliament can set aside a statutory order of the King in Council. 
It seems to be thought that the judgments of the Privy Council are 
less final than the judgments of the House of Lords, first because they 
are only binding in England upon ecclesiastical courts, and secondly 
because they take the form of advice to the Grown. The first point 
is irrelevant because Clifton v. Ridsdale was an ecclesiastical case. 
The second appeara to be founded upon Read v. the Bishop of Lincoln. 
The Bishop of Lincoln, I may observe, was not charged with wearing 
vestments, and therefore that part of the judgment in Clifton v. 
Ridsdale was not even reviewed. Their Lordships did no doubt 
suggest that the legality of altar lights might at some future time be 
reconsidered, though all they actually held was that the Bishop 
could not be made responsible for their use in any church when he 
happened to officiate. But if anyone will read carefully the judg¬ 
ment delivered by Lord Halsbury, who was then Lord Chancellor, 
he will see that no distinction whatever is made between the Judicial 
Committee aijd any other court. Lord Halsbury drew an entirely 
different line. The judgment of a final tribunal, he said, was abso¬ 
lutely binding and irreversible where it affected the devolution of 
property or personal rights. Where it dealt with historical and 
constitutional questions, it might be reconsidered with the help 
of fresh knowledge, such as Archbishop Benson had discovered by his 
researches into the origin of ecclesiastical candles. As a lawyer’s 
tribute Nio history this doctrine i^ valuable and important. But 
nothing is known about vestments now which was not known in 1877, 
and there is not the smajlest chance of Clifton v. Ridsdale being reversed. 
If it were there would be a schism in the Church compared with which 
the Oxford movement was a very little thing. This I say as a matter of 
fact, knowing vary well, and with private reasons for knowing, that 
the judgment in Clifton v. Ridsdale did not command the universal 
approval of lawyers. Interest reipyblicce vi sit finis litium. But 
while of this particular litigation there is happily an end, the situation 
remains without parallel in the history of the Church. Three thousand 
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clergymen refuse either to surrender their benefices or to obey the 
law. Some at least of the bishops support them in their attitude, 
and the result is anarchy. If it be asked why these gentlemen do 
not become real CatfioUcs, one answer 'is suggested in the able 
memorandum laid before the Commissioners by the Bishop of Bristol. 
A Catholic prelate in the West of England issued a circular the other 
day to announce that any priest within his episcopal jurisdiction 
who presumed to criticise his conduct would be ‘ ipso facto suspended ’ 
from any ecclesiastical office* he held. That is how they enforce 
discipline in the Catholic Church. In the Church of England every 
beneficed clergyman is a freeholder and can snap his fingers at his 
bishop. If the Bishop of Bristol, who *8 a law-abiding man, were to 
remind a Gloucestershire ritualist that he had twice taken an oath of 
canonical obedience to his father in God, the ritualist would probably 
reply that his Lordship’s directions were uncanonical, and that there¬ 
fore it was canonical to disobey them. The question is how long the 
people of England will tolerate these endowed but contumacious priests. 

The evidence is not favourable to any solution short of disestablish¬ 
ment. The Bishop of Southwark, among many voluntary statements, 
delivered himself of these truly remarkable sentences ; 

I wanted to say a few words, if I iniglit, upon the evidence which has been 
submitted to the Commissioners. First with regard to the method of that 
evidence from persons who have made it their business to attend BerTices with 
a view of noting every movement, action, or word which was used by those who 
wore conducting those sc-rvices. I quite recognise that the Commissioners 
appointed as they have been must naturally accept evidence of that kind ; but, 
without desiring to dwell upon it, I must express my own instinctive feeling, 
because I am quite sure it is a feeling which is very widely shared, that the 
collecting and presenting of evidence of this kind in this waj’ by persons paid 
or unpaid for the purpose is mali exempli: that it is a kind of method which is 
not very English and not very creditable- 

Sir Edward Clarice : Creditable to whom ? , * 

To the persons who do it. 

Few more astounding declarations have ever been made by a 
bishop, or indeed by any responsible person. This Eoyal Com¬ 
mission on Ecclesiastical Discipline was appointed by a Conservative 
Government in the name of the King to obtain authentic information 
upon the manner in which* public worship is celebrated in the Estab¬ 
lished Church. Several witnesses of good character and reputation— 
one of them. Mr. Bowen, himself a clergyman—took the trouble to 
collect facts for th^ use of the Commissioners in the first place, and 
of the public in the second. Whereupon the Bishop of Southwark 
denounces them as if they were spies and informers, Jiired to procure 
by surreptitious means some scandalous gossip afiecting private 
•character. He cannot be surprised if mere laymen remember a text 
about those who refuse to come to the light because their deeds are 
evil. What has an honest clergyman to fear from a description of 
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his behaviour in church ? The witnesses who appeared foij the 
Protestants of England gave their evidence with perfect propriety 
in the gravest and most reverent manner. It was indispensable, 
for without it the tJommissioners could not have carried out the 
terms of their reference by drawing up a report. Lady Wimbome 
in particular merits the gratitude of all Protestants for her patient 
industry and minute accuracy. ' When the most has been made of 
the errors into which other witnesses fell, these do not aflect the 
main issue of obedience to authority or defiance of the law. The 
letters sent to the Secretary of the Commission by mutinous clerks 
are very different in tone. Most of them end with a calm assertion, 
couched in identical phraseology, that they do not interpret the 
Ornaments Rubric as it was interpreted by the Judicial Committee 
of the Privy Council, and therefore cannot obey the law. A few are 
written with a flippancy and irreverence which make it painful to 
reflect that men capable of writing them are allowed to profane by 
administering God’s Word and sacraments. The Bishop of Southwark 
has nothing to say against the idea that the clergy are mystagogues, 
performing private rites upon which the profane vulgar must not 
intrude. On the contrary, he rather encourages it, as also the com¬ 
fortable doctrine that if a man does not like the services in his own 
church, he can go to another. This of course is pure Congregationalism 
and quite irreconcilable with any form of national establishment. 
The Bishop comments in language which he himself calls ‘ severe,’ 
and others might call impertinent, upon ‘ aggressive movements of a 
Protestant kind.’ In short he uses just the same language in speak¬ 
ing of Protestants as a Catholic Bishop would consistently employ. 
Was not the Reformation an aggressive movement of a Protestant 
kind ? The Bishop of Southwark should remember what the late 
Cardinal Vaughan said of Lord Halifax: * This nobleman is not, and 
has never been, a Catholic.’ The Bishop of Southwark talks much 
of ‘ faithful and loyal men.’ By faithful men he means men unfaithful 
to the Reformation, and by loyal men he means those who reject the 
authority of the King’s Courts. One of the incriminated clergy had 
the assurance to complain of a witness because the witness was a 
passive resister. If the passive resisters were in receipt of tithes, 
glebes,'rent charges, or other public endowments, there would be 
some ground of comparison between them and the Ritualists. 

The Bishop of Southwark is a public officer responsible to the 
country for his administration of a high trust. Lord Halifax as a 
layman and a private individual, even as a Peer of Parliament, is free 
to take his own..course, nor perhaps would it very much matter what 
course he took. But Lord Halifax is also, and has been for many 
years. President of the English Church Union, to which the Bishop of 
Lincoln belongs. It is therefore interesting, if not surprising, to read 
his statement, made ‘ quite distinctly,’ that ‘ we do repudiate the 
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authority of the existing courts to determine the doctrine and ritual 
of tie Church of England.’ In reply to the Lord Chief Justice Lord 
Halifax explained that he repudiated the Court of Arches as well as the 
Judicial Committee. The theory of Lord'Halifax, and of the English 
Church Union, as representative a body of High Churchmen as could 
well be found, il that the Church of England is not a national Church 
at all, but part of a much larger body, to which the tloman and Greek 
Churches also belong. Rather than submit to the Privy Council 
Lord Halifax and his clients would submit to the Pope. The Church 
of England, they tell us, is a ‘ local Church,’ and cannot forbid the 
Romish reservation of the sacrament. But it is needless to pursue 
this question furtjier. Here is the definite answer given by the 
President of the English Church Union to Lord Northampton’s ques¬ 
tion what living authority he and those he represented would accept; 

We are absolntcl.v ready co submit ourselves to the judgments, and to obey 
the commands, of the archbishops and bishops of England sitting in their 
respective synods, if they wili consider themselves bound by the common law 
and general custom of the Holy Catholic Church to which they profess to Selong. 

Lord Halifax will obey the Bishops if the Bishops will do as he 
tells them. Is this the sort of Church which the people of England 
desire to see established and endowed ? Are the numerous clergymen 
for whom Lord Halifax speaks the sort of instructors that Englishmen 
desire for their children in national schools 1 

We have denied, and we deny again, that a new religious establishment 
was set up in England in the sixteenth century. Wc have denied, and we 
deny again, tlic right of the Crown or Parliament to determine the doctrine, 
the discipline, and the ceremonial of the Church of England. 

These words are taken from a manifesto issued by the English 
Church Union on the 28th of February, 1899. What do they mean ? 
They mean denial of the Reformation as a fact "and of Protestantism 
as a creed. They mean priestcraft and the closed Bible. The Bible 
is described in the sermon of a Rituahst, quoted before the Com¬ 
mission, as a most dangerous book, only to be interpreted by priests. 
The Bishop of Birmingham in his evidence complains of hymns, such 
as Charles Wesley’s, some of the most beautiful in the English lan¬ 
guage, as inconsistent with the Prayer Book. It does not seem to 
have struck his Lordship that they may be consistent with the Bible. 
That is not an episcopal manual. It is of courae perfectly true that 
the evidence taken Jjefore this Commission does not affect or concern 
the majority of English clergymen. But the large and growing 
minority who repudiate Parliament and the law, witlt, f'he connivance 
and approval of some at least among the Bishops, are forcing upon the 
■public the questions. Is the Church of England Protestant ? and 
Shall a Church which is not Protestant be allowed to call itself 
national ? If no, then Disestablishment is the only remedy. The 
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failure of the Public Worship Act is a beacon and a warning against 
mere enforcement of di«jipline by the secular arm. Meanwhile 
the Education Bill, if it becomes law before Christmas, will do much to 
diminish the evil. *It will substitute the simple teaching of the 
Christian religion for the dogmas of men who make the Word of 
God of none effect by their traditions. There is a stronger power in 
this country than the House of liords, and the will of the people will 
decide, as the House of Commons has already decided, for the Bible 
against the Bishops. 

Herbert Paul. 
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It is curious how history repeats itself. It shows us that every war 
in which this country has been engaged has been followed by a cry 
for retrenchment and the cutting down of military expenditure. * 
The greater the enthiftiasm, the greater has been the reaction. The 
cold fit succeeds the hot, and the nation begins pulling down all that 
with infinite trouble and expense it has built up. In times of drisis 
money is spent like water as the natural result of want of preparation 
when things are quiet. This unreasoning reaction, fanned by the 
exigencies of party warfare and the necessity of living up to pre¬ 
election promises, made itself felt after the Napoleonic wars and after 
the Crimea, and we now once more find ourselves placing our Army 
in the melting-pot and reducing its numbers with a light-hearted 
disregard of our increased responsibilities, and the ominous warnings 
in Egypt, Natal, and other parts of the world. Those who wish to 
understand what want of preparation means have only to turn to the 
recently published volume of the oflicial account of the South African 
War. Lord Wolseley in a memorandum to the Secretary of State 
says, ‘ We have committed one of the greatest blunders in war; 
we have given the enemy the initiative ; he is in "the position to take 
the offensive and, by striking the first blow, to ensure the great advan¬ 
tage of winning the first round.’ AU Englishmen can remember 
the paralysing effect which this had in the early days of the war, 
and it is no exaggeration to say that much of what we are at this 
moment paying in consequence might have been saved by a little 
forethought and a little prejfaration. 

Now politicians, not soldiers, were responsible for this state of 
affairs. The late Government refrained from making preparations 
for fear of offending the Boers, and the present'Prime Minister, then 
in Opposition, said he saw no reason for military preparation, and con¬ 
demned the sending of batteries to the Cape. All this time it was 
well known that President Kruger had been spending over a million 
a year for several years in arming, and that his preparations could 
have no other object than an attempt to oust the British and form an 
independent South Africa under the flag of the Republic. The fact 
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remains that we went to war absolutely unprepared for the task we 
were undertaking, and Lord Eoberts has over and over again within 
the last few months told the country that it is no more fit to under¬ 
take a big war now than it was in 1899. It seems that the lesson 
we got then has been entirely forgotten, and that the ordinary citizen 
is content to allow the politicians to go on tinkering at the army, 
and quite fails to recognise his Gwn responsibility in the matter. 

While in no way underestimating the difl&culties with which Mr. 
Haldane has to contend, it seems to me that, judged by his owp 
standard of efficiency, his scheme falls short of what the country had 
been led to expect. I do not think he is to blame for this. He is 
between the devil and the deep sea. On the one side stands the 
extreme section of the Radical party pledged to reduction, no matter 
what the consequences, and on the other those more moderate men 
who wish for economy, but only if it can be attained without loss of 
efficiency. One cannot help feeling that his Imperial instincts drag 
him one way while the exigencies of Party loyalty drag him another. 
To steer between Scylla and Charybdis, or to serve God and Mammon, 
are child’s play compared to the difficulty of reconciling these con¬ 
flicting claims, and when the feat has been accomplished the state 
of national defence remains very much where it was before. The 
scheme is essentially a compromise, and it has all the defects inherent 
to compromises in that it pleases neither one party nor the other, 
and quite fails to solve the problem to the satisfaction of either school 
of thought. Of course, if economies could be effected without loss 
of efficiency all men would rejoice, but if efficiency suffers I maintain 
that any reduction is the falsest of false economies and inconsistent 
with a sound national policy. 

It was pointed out recently in an admirable letter of the military 
correspondent of The Times that in addition to the 20,000 men the 
Government proposes to reduce, another 23,000 men must be taken 
off from the military strength of the country. These are made up 
as follows : 16,000 of the D Reserve, whose transfer to the Reserve is 
to be stopped this year. These men engage for a further period of 
four years after their twelve years’ engagement has terminated, so 
that in four years, at the rate of 4,000 men a year, the whole 16,000 
will j^e blotted out. Then there is the less of the Reserve of the ten 
battalions and the Artillery, which he computed at 7,000, these 
units having all been Reserve-producing bodies. The reduction 
will therefore in reality be 43,000, and not 20,000 as announced by the 
Government. We have, it is true, vague and indefinite suggestions 
as to an improved and efficient Militia, but how the men are to be got 
or what their training is to be are all matters on which we get no 
light whatever. What the country wants is clearer and more definite 
information as to the intentions of the Government with regard to the, 
steps they intend to take as compensations for these reductions 
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from, OUT already diminutive Army. The scheme is admittedly 
incomplete, and its discussion in the House of Commons was too 
restricted to elucidate the many points which want clearing? up before 
a definite judgment can be pronounced on it as a whole. The destruc¬ 
tive portion is clear enough, but its constructive side is vague and 
indefinite in the extreme. We know what is to be abolished, but 
we have to content ourselves with vague generalities in our attempt 
to find out what is to replace those units which have to be sacrificed 
?'in order to appease the more extreme supporters of the Government. 
T cannot but think that it would have been wiser and more statesman¬ 
like first to have created a substitute, and then to have got rid of what 
was found to be superfluous from the point of view of efficiency. It 
is regrettable that any reduction of battalions should be determined 
on without first ensuring that the resuscitated Militia has beeij 
rendered capable—as, it is not at the present time—of rendering 
efficient service in the field. We have not yet been told how we are 
to get the Militiamen who are to undertake the duties now performed 
by the Regulars, and what arrangements are to be made for their 
training, nor yet how we are to get men of nineteen instead of boys 
of seventeen. If the Militia are to get more training, increased 
expenditure must be incurred, and if they remain as they are, we have 
the authority of the Norfolk Commission for the statement: ‘ We are 
forced to the conclusion that the Militia in its existing condition is 
unfit to take the field for the defence of this country.’ That the 
Militia arc to undertake service abroad in case of national emergency 
is, 1 think, all to the good, but it would be interesting to know what 
inducements arc to be held out to them before they accept these 
increased responsibilities. Now we are told that an expeditionary 
force of 150,000 men is at all times to be ready to take the field. It 
is to be composed of 50,000 Regulars, 70,000 Reservists, and 30,000 
men on a Militia basis. The question arises, are these men to be 
drafted into the Line or are they to be mobilised as units ? If the 
latter, we should know what steps are to be taken to make them 
efficient, and if the former, in what way they differ from the 30,000 
Militia Reserve which existed at the time of the South African War, 
and which has since been abolished ? Then, are Militiamen still to 
be permitted to enlist in the Line ? Are these men to be provided 
bv bleeding the Militia regiments of their best men ? That is an 
important point on which information is required, as it has always 
been a cause of serious complaint among the Militia regiments that 
they have been used merely as feeders to the Line. Then ther4 is 
the question of how the shortage of officers is to bq made up, and 
how they are to be made efficient ? Lord Roberts has told us that 
6ome regiments of Militia came out to South Africa ten officers short, 
and that in consequence he could not have used them at the front. 
The Norfolk Commission tells up ; * The less the training of the rank and 
VoL. LX—No. 356 Y J 
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file, the higher is the training and knowledge required of the c^oer. 
The training of the Militia officer is inadequate to enable him properly 
to lead troops, and especially incompletely trained troops.’ The 
present shortage in the Auxiliary forces approaches 4,000, and it 
cannot be too often repeated that this dearth of officers is the most 
serious problem pur military advisers have to face. Now the forma¬ 
tion of a General Staff is a step in the right direction, and is the 
natural result of the recommendations of the Esher Committee. 

n 

It is a matter of congratulation that we are at last to be provided 
with a thinking body whose province it will be to act as the Brain of 
the Army, and to take precautions so that we may be prepared for 
any eventuality. The advantages to be derived from the working out 
by experts of the various problems which affect the safety and well¬ 
being of the Empire are so obvious, that it is difficult to understand 
how we have done without this thinking department so long. Its 
appearance at the present moment has no doubt been accelerated 
by the recent visit of the Secretary of State to Germany, though its 
advantages have been recognised at the War Office since its inception 
by the Hartington Commission some years ago. Still the Government 
are entitled to credit for having put these principles in practice. While, 
however, welcoming this addition to the efficiency of the Army, we 
must not forget that the best laid schemes are useless withoiit men 
and stUl more so without officers. No general, however brilliant, 
can put his plans in practice without a sufficiency of regimental 
officers to carry them through. It is the generals who give the 
orders, but it is the battalion and company leaders on whom the 
final success or failure depends. I think this fact is often lost sight 
of. So far we have no information as to how these officers are to 
be got, especially with regard to the Auxiliary forces. On the con¬ 
trary, the reduction of ten battalions will eventually reduce the 
number of officers in' the Army by over 300, as they gradually become 
absorbed, and these continual changes are not likely to inspire officers 
with confidence, or to induce suitable young men who have their way 
to make in the world to take up soldiering as a profession, Mr. 
Haldane puts this question as a test of efficiency, ‘ Axe you worth 
the money spent on you ? ’ Might not the officers reply with some 
justice, ‘ Are the terras you offer us wortii our while to accept ? Is 
the treatment you mete out to us likely to inspire us with confidence 
in our future ? Is th? reduction of ten battalions, and the consequent 
unemployment and stoppage of promotion, likely to draw more men 
to a profession in which they are liable to-be deprived of their chances 
of advancement at a moment’s notice ? ’ I quite admit that in all 
changes individuals have to suffer, but I would point out that there is 
at present very great difficulty in getting officers at all, and that 
your present policy will not make the task easier. 

Now one cannot but regret the abolition of units, not from senti- 
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mental reasons, but because of their power of expansion. It certainly 
seems incongruous to keep on repeating that expansion is what is 
wanted, and at the same time to do away with the very machinery 
which renders expansidn easy. Surely itf would have been possible 
to retain this power while at the same time reducing the numbers 
of men with the Colours, The system which obtains in the Navy 
of having reserve ships with nucleij& crews, to which Mr. Haldane 
refers with reference to the Artillery, should apply with equal force 
to the Army, and it does seem*a pity to do away with the framework, 
which can be so easily expanded in times of crisis, and .to destroy an 
organisation which it is difficult to replace in a hurry. The use to 
which the organisation of the Yeomanry was put during the late war 
is an example of the advantage to be gained from existing machinery. 
When new units have to be raised the difficulties are increased tenfold 
by the hurried creation of a new Stafi and new officers who are unknown 
to each other, and who have been unaccustomed to work together. 
The disbanding of two battalions of Guards is, I venture to think, a 
mistake; and here again I put on one side the question of sentftnent, 
though no one appreciates more highly than I do the value of senti¬ 
ment in soldiering, together with the spirit of esprit de corps which it 
engenders. 

I base my objections purely on practical grounds, and on the 
grounds of the elliciency of the Army as a whole, and I maintain 
that, judged by their own standard, the Government has shown 
no valid reason for the disbandment of these two splendid battalions. 

In deciding whether a unit was to remain or not, Mr. Haldane 
made use of the words ; ‘ The purpose of the Government has been 
to go through every department of the Army anfl ask each man, 
“ What are you here lor ? Ho you justify the money that is spent 
on you ? ” If he cannot answer he goes ofi. If he can make out a 
case of efficiency for war he remains.’ Now "the anBwer to these 
questions in the case as to whether these battalions are efficient for 
war is emphatically ‘Yes.’ It is not even suggested that they are 
not in an efficient state. On the contrary, they are known to be in 
a very high state of efficiency. The excuse given seems to be that 
if the Line were reduced and not the Guards, it would give rise to 
jealousy. Jealousy, therefore, and not efficiency is to be the standard. 
It is well to know where we arA Lord Wolscley always said that 
a strong Guards Brigade was the corollary of short service as exemplified 
in the Cardwell systgm, and that a strong body ojf troops at headquarters, 
who could be quickly mobilised and sent anywhere at a moment’s 
notice, was a very valuable asset to the military^ strength of the 
Empire. The Guards exactly fulfil these conditions. Their three years’ 
service gives them a much larger reserve than the Line, and, having 
no drafts to find, they are not in thei condition of ‘ Squeezed Lemons,’ 
and can be brought up to war strength in a very much shorter time 
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than any other units. Now it does seem the height of midsupimer 
madness to destroy units of this stamp in order to replace them with 
‘ som 3 thing on a Militia basis ’; to abolish these battalions, which 
we know can be relied upon, and which have proved their value 
over and over again, both at home and in the field, and to replace them 
with troops which may or may not turn out efficient, and which in any 
case must be inferior to the cadres which they are replacing. 

Again, if some reduction must be made as a sop to the extreme 
supporters of the Government, and as a justification to their somewhat 
extravagant election speeches, why not reduce numbers instead of 
units ? The objection which may be raised in the case of the Line, 
that it would interfere with the supply of drafts, does not apply to 
the Guards, as they have no drafts to find. Then there is the hardship 
inflicted upon officers and non-commissioned officers of the units 
disbanded. One of the subalterns told me he would have got his 
promotion in two years, but that now it would probably be four or 
five years before he became a captain. Can anything be more dis¬ 
heartening to a keen young officer ? The absorption of all the captains 
in the other two battalions will of course stop all promotion among 
the subalterns for a very long time. 

Then these changes will also involve great hardship on a most 
deserving and efficient class of men, I mean the N.C.O.s of the bat¬ 
talion. Men such as quarter-master sergeants, pay sergeants and 
drill sergeants, &;c., who have worked their way up to their present 
position, will find their chances of further promotion sadly curtailed, 
and of course the sergeants and other N.C.O.s coming on behind them 
will in a similar manner be deprived of their chances of advance¬ 
ment, no matter how gradually the changes are brought about. 
In the Report of the Royal Commission on the War in ^outh 
Africa we find the following instructive paragraph: ‘ At the outbreak 
of the war there was in the Regular Army and Reserve insufficient 
trained men of an age fit for foreign service to meet the emergency 
which arose, even when practically the whole Reserve had been 
used.’ 

Now the chief lesson to be derived from the late Russo-Japanese 
War was that the country which can bring the greatest number 
of trained Reserves into the field will in the end prove victorious, 
and I venture to think that any system which does not give us trained 
Reserves in place of nj.en with muskets must be unsoimd and a danger 
to the Empire. Till, however, the country awakes,to its responsibilities 
in the matter, and insists on the training of its whole manhood for 
home defence, J. confess I despair of ever seeing our Army capable 
of the expansion necessary to meet a grave national crisis. Everything 
depends on the question of training. Untrained men are practically 
valueless in modem warfare. ‘ A nation in arms,’ if it means a nation 
of trained soldiers ready to take their places in the ranks at a 
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moment’s notice, is the ideal at which all Army reformers should aim, 
but the value of the men is dependent on the quality and extent 
of their training. To my mind the question of our military efficiency 
resolves itself to a great’extent into one of the stsfte of training of our 
Reserve forces, among whom I include Militia, Volunteers and Yeo 
manry. If thes^ troops can, imder a voluntary system, be trained 
and disciplined (for no amount of d^ will make up* for the want of 
discipline) to meet the highly organised troops of foreign countries, ail 
will be well. But is this so ? "So far we have no indication how this 
end is to be achieved; we have merely a suggestion by the Secretary 
of State in a speech delivered recently at Newcastle, that the 
Volunteer force shopld be expanded, ahd that if (and 1 venture to 
think this is a very big 11) we have sufficient national enthusiaspa, 
wo may manage to get into the field and maintain an Army of seven, or 
eight, or nine hundred thousand men. If, however, these are to be* 
merely an unorganised mass, with notliing but the most elementary 
training, the expression ‘ A Nation m Arms ’ is a misleading one, and 
becomes a positive danger by lulling the country into a sense of false 
security quite unjustified by the circumstances. The late Government 
failed to send out trained Reserves to South Africa because it gambled 
on the war being over eighteen months before it really came to an 
end. The second lot of Yeomanry arrived at the seat of war abso¬ 
lutely untrained. They could neither ride nor shoot, and would 
have been useless against highly organised troops. No doubt in 
times of emergency plenty ol men will come forward for the defence 
of the country, but they will be untrained, and the contention that 
wc shall always have time to trail* them is based on no solid founda¬ 
tion whatever. As an example of the necessity of being prepared, 
take our guarantee of the neutrality of Belgium, which might land us 
in hostilities with a continental Power at very short notice. The 
recent disappointment of the hopes of an heir to the thrdhe of Holland 
has made the possibility of future complications on the Continent 
distinctly less unlikely, is it probable that in certain eventualities 
our potential enemies will sit still while we train our men '( 1 think 

not. And yet the country is content to muddle along with an Army 
incapable of rapid expansion, and with auxiliary forces admittedly 
incapable in their present "state of meeting the trained forces of other 
nations. 

When we approach the question of how the Volunteers are to 
be made efficient, ^we have little or no information except that no 
further money is to be spent on them. The extent of sympathetic 
treatment which they may expect was shown not long ago when 
they were denied any assistance from the Government in the hiring 
of ranges. At a time when it is recognised on all sides that accurate 
shooting is of the first importance, 1 do not think this decision is likely 
to encourage the Volunteer movement. Then there seem only to be 
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duties for 170,000 Volunteers out of 250,000. It would be interest- 

I 

ing to know what is to become of the balance. 

Then comes the reduction of 3,850 men in the Artillery, and 
the manning of the redubed batteries by Militiamen. Taking into 
consideration the difficulty of improvising gunners in a hurry, it does 
not seem wise to hand over a large proportion of the Artillery to 
partially trained troops at a ti^ne when the importance of accurate 
shooting is recognised on all sides. In the Navy no pains are spared 
to make our seamen efficient artillerists. Again, it is acknowledged 
that our Artillery is too weak already. It will all be used up with 
the Regular troops, and there will be none left for the mobilisation 
of the Volunteers or for the native Army in India. It is misleading 
t(i say that in India there are five guns to 1,000 bayonets, because 
the native Army is not taken into consideration in this calculation. 

Now we come to the alteration in the terms of service. The Line 
are to go back to seven years with the Colours and five in the Reserve, 
and I cannot but think that this is the best time and the best form 
of se'rvice. A man gets thoroughly trained and disciplined in seven 
years, and the quality, if not the quantity, of the Reserve is improved. 
I know that it is said soldiers can be made abroad in two years, and 
why camiot they be made here in the same time. Well, if we had a 
system of compulsion this would be perfectly feasible, but in the 
meantime we dare not work our soldiers as they do abroad. If we 
did, under a voluntary system we could not get the recruits, and 
many of those who did enlist would desert at the first opportunity. 
No doubt the enlistment tor three years with the (Colours and nine in 
the Reserve tends to increase the latter enormously, but then we 
cannot for obvious reasons send three-year men to India. The late 
War Minister attempted to bribe these men by an extra sixpence to 
engage on to seven years, but it always partook of the nature of a 
gamble, and‘the gaifible, as is sometimes the case, did not come off. 
The Cardwell system gives on the whole the best results. It trains 
two men for one, and it was this system that gave us 80,000 splendid 
Reserve men at the beginning of the late war. J.iord Wolseley was 
always in favour of this system, and held that men trained in 
battalions were infinitely superior to those trained in depots. 

'Kien there is the scheme for bringing local influence to bear on 
recruiting and shuffling on to the shoulders of the County Council 
the responsibility for providing recruits. A foreign correspondent 
in The Times the other day said ‘ he was unable to„grasp the idea of an 
Army raised in detachments like fire brigades, and managed in the 
same way.’ The object is of course to get as large Reserves as possible 
with small peace establishment. Without compulsion this is impos¬ 
sible, and all other schemes must be compromises and foredoomed to 
failure. This attempt to shufiie the responsibility of organising 
the auxUiaiy forces on to the shoulders of the local bodies is obviously 
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a confession of wealcness on the part of the War Office, and I cannot 
think that this dual control can make for efficiency, and from what 
we know of County Councils I do not think it wiU make for economy. ^ 
To hand over responsiliilities which are ^ssenti^ly the business of 
the State to local bodies elected for political reasons, must be not only 
a retrograde step* but an experiment of a very risky and hazardous 
nature. .* 

Now the attitude of the military advisers of the Secretary of 
State is somewhat of a puzzle to the student of military history. It 
is almost inconceivable that they can have agreed without a struggle 
to so large a diminution of the fighting strength of the country, 
especially as it is difficult (outside the magic circle of the War Office) 
to find any soldier of standing who does not view the situation created 
by these reductions with alarm, if not with dismay. Stripped of 
verbiage, these changes resolve themselves into the reduction of 43,000 
trained and efficient men, without any clear indication of how this 
diminution of the effective fighting power of the country is to be 
counteracted. The men they abolish are professionals; those* with 
whom they propose to replace them will be amateurs. The Secretary 
of State tells us that all he proposes is with the sanction and approval 
of his military advisers, and in the absence of any indications on their 
part of resigning he is, of course, justified in this contention. Yet it 
is difficult to understand their attitude. It must be -either due to 
weakness or to an altogether wrong appreciation of the situation 
as viewed by men who have made these questions their study. 
That they have allowed themselves to be talked over by the persuasive 
eloquence of the Secretary of State is probably the solution of the 
problem, but T do not think it is putting it too strongly when I say 
their attitude has been a disappointment to all who are interested in.the 
welfare of the Army, and I am convinced that with the exhibition 
of a little more backbone they would have occupied a more dignified 
position in the eyes of their fellow soldiers. Now I believe it is claimed 
by the Government that their action is the result of a mandate which 
they profess to believe was given them at the election. Now this 
question of mandatas admits of many interpretations according to 
the exigencies of the hour. The Government certainly had a mandate ^ 
with regard to Chinese slavery, which they failed to carry out. They 
engaged to send the Chinese off bag and baggage to their own country 
if they were given a majority, and they did ngt do it. They posed as 
budding Wilberfo^pes, but the Chinamen remain, and nothing but 
force win induce them to renounce their slavery. The fact is, the 
whole thing is a pose. That the country ever gav^ them a mandate 
to destroy professional troops of proved value in the field and replace 
• them by third-rate levies is positively grotesque in its absurdity. 

I wonder how any business firm ^ould like its expert mechanics 
replaced by prentice hands manageji by the County Council. Why, 



688 


THE NINETEENTH CENTURY Oct. 1906 

the policy of the village pump can hardly go further. There p.nfor. 
tunately is in those days a tendency abroad to shirk responsibility; the 
citizen turns to the mercenary to carry out duties he should be proud 
to perform himself, and tSe War Office shuffles ofl! its responsibilities 
on to the shoulders of the County Council. 

Now the scheme of the Government is so misty and nebulous, 
and has been presented amid sueh a deluge of words, that the country 
is puzzled as to what the meaning of it all is. The public indeed fails 
to recognise that this dimness is due to its shutting its eyes to the fact 
that after all War Ministers are only human, and that the conditions 
under which they struggle to give us an Army suitable to the needs 
of our eyer-growing responsibilities are impossible of attainment. 
T believe our present War Minister is the best we have had for some 
time, but his schemes are foredoomed to failure just as were those of 
his predecessors. His ability is unquestioned, bis persuasive eloquence 
is unrivalled, and his dominant personality has the gift of infusing 
an energy among his subordinates to a degree unknown for many a 
day in the War Office. Unlike his chief, he has no illusions as to 
Disarmament. He differentiates wisely between Militarism and aer 
obligation to defend the interests of the Empire. Yet be has to cut 
his coat according to his cloth. He is handicapped by extremists 
on one side, whose only idea of statesmanship is the cutting down 
of expenses, and by idealists on the other, whose devotion to peace 
would prevent his using the only methods of securing it. The fact is. 
no scheme can really give the expansion needed which does not include 
some form of universal service for home defence. This, with a small 
but very perfect professional Army for service abroad and small 
wars, is the only sound or possible solution of the problem, and untD 
this is recognised by the people of the country, Secretaries of State 
will continue to waste their time in hopeless attempts to make bricks 
without straw. 

Erroll. 
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THE FUTURE OF GREAT BRITAIN 


All States are in perpetual war with all. For that wliicli we c all peace is 
110 more than merely a name, whilst in reality Nature has set all communities 
in an unproclaimed but everlastiuj' war against each othjjr.— I’lai’o, Dc Legibus, 
Book I. 

Tt is a law of Nature common to all mankind, which no time shall annul 
or destriry, that those who have more strength and excellence shall bear rule 
over those who have less.— Dionysius ok IIalioaunassus, i. 5 . 

iMany desire one and the same thing at once, which fre(|uently they neither 
will nor can enjoy in common nor yet divide. Hence it follows that the desired 
objects must be given to the stronger, ai^i who is the stronger can be known 
only by fighting.— Thomas Hobuks, Dc Cor^iorc Politico, i. 5 . 


E.'vPeuience is tke mother of wisJom. History is philosophy teaching 
by example. The laws of Jiistory are as immutable as are the laws 
of nature. If we wish to gauge the future of Great^ Britain we can¬ 
not rely on the theories and views of abstract thinlcers, whatever 
.may be their standing, but we must refer to the past for informa- 
• tion, and, guided by historical factland analogy, we may venture 
upon a forecast based upon knowledOT and experience. 
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Great Britain, with her colonies, is the greatest commercial and 
maritime State existing. Her greatness is bound up with hcr< com¬ 
mercial and maritime pre-eminence, and dependent upon it. Great 
Britain, with her colonies, 'possesses at present commercial and mari¬ 
time supremacy, but she has not always possessed that supremacy. 
Nothing is permanent in this world excepting change. Great Britain 
may lose her power and her wealth. If we wish to understand the 
problems of Great Britain, and to be able to foresee the difficulties 
and dangers of the future, and perhups of the immediate future, 
we must inquire into the history of those States which at one time 
possessed commercial and maritime supremacy, and study the causes 
which led to their political and economic decline. 

„ Phoenicia is the oldest commercial and maritime State of which 
we have some knowledge. The Phoenicians were merchants and 
seafarers of the greatest ability, but they owed their commercial 
and maritime pre-eminence firstly and principally to the nature and 
geographical position of their country. Their territory was moun¬ 
tainous and poor, but it abounded in excellent ship timber. Nature 
had compelled the Phmnicians to seek their sustenance on the sea. 
It is noteworthy that Sidon signifies ‘ fishery.’ The implements used 
in fishing are said to have been invented in ancient Tyre. The mari¬ 
time greatness of Phoenicia, as that of Athens, Venice, Genoa, Mar¬ 
seilles, Holland, England, was founded upon the fishing industry. 
The geographical position of Phoenicia was most favourable. Between 
the years 1000 and 500 B.c. the greatest civilised States were Assyria, 
Babylonia, Media, Persia, and Egypt. Phoenicia lay in the very centre 
of the then civihsed world. Owing to their favourable geographical 
position it was natural that the Phoenicians embarked upon inter¬ 
national trade, that they exchanged the productions of the countries 
surrounding them, that they founded trading establishments in all 
the neighbouring States—^in Niireveh and Memphis vast Pheenician 
settlements have been unearthed—and that they became exceedingly 
rich. The demand for men regulates the supply of men. The 
prosperity of Phoenicia caused a rapid increase of the population, 
an outlet for the surplus population had to be found, and, w'liilst 
extending their trade, the Phoenicians began to establish colonies 
evcrjVhere on the Mediterranean, and on the coasts of Africa and 
Asia. According to Strabo, they founded three hundred towns on 
the West African coast alone. Their trade embraced the civilised 
and the imcivilised world. They worked silver, gold, and copper 
mines in Spain, and exploited the tin mines of Cornwall and the 
Scilly Islands. According to Herodotus, they doubled the Cape of 
Good Hope two thousand years before Vasco da Gama. Thus the 
Phoenicians became the pioneers of civilisation. Phoenician culture 
opened, civilised, and reformed t|^e world. 

The PhcEuicians brought frjm foreign countries not only their 
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wares but also their aits and handicrafts, and perfected them greatly, 
so ?;hat they became the greatest manufacturers in the world. Homer 
shows in his Iliad and Odyssey that in his time Phoenicia was the work-^ 
shop of the world. * She was celebrafed throughout the universe 
for her beautiful textiles dyed in marvellous colours, for her wonderful 
metal and glass ware. Phoenician engineers and workmen built the 
Temple of Solomon and the Bridge of Xerxes, t’hoenioian shipping 
carried on the trade of the world, and the Phoenician navy ruled the 
sea. The Phoenicians were believed by the ancients to have in¬ 
vented alphabetical writing and numerals, the arts of shipbuilding 
and navigation, the use of weights and measures and of money, and 
to have invented.countless industrial arts. The Phoenicians were no 
doubt the Englishmen of antiquity. • 

In course of time the Phoenician colonies grew up and embarked 
upon commerce and i idustry, competing with the mother country. 
The culture which the Phoenicians had spread led to the rise of new 
centres of civilisation on the coasts of Greece and of Italy, on the 
southern coast of Prance and Spain, and on the northern coast of 
,\fric,a. New commercial and industrial communities arose and 
o[)oned up the savage hinterland. Carthage, a colony of the Phoeni¬ 
cians, ])uopled, like the United States, by j)olitica] refugees, and 
situated in the centre of the Mediterranean, had a more favourable 
geographical situation for the general Mediterranean trade than had 
Phmnicia herself, and much Phoenician trade fell to Carthage. In 
till' eastern part of the Mediterranean the towns of Greece, which 
had founded Jiumerous colonies in Asia Minor, began to oust the 
Phmnicians from those markets which lay nearest to their own ports, 
and tet monopolise the trade of Persia. 

According to the text-books of political economy, competition is 
the soul of business. Competition may be very desirable for the 
idle consumer whose only interest it is to buy cheaply, but the pro¬ 
ducer and the merchant wish to obtain a substantial profit on their 
wares. A nation can derive vast prosperity from its international 
commerce and from its export industries only if it has, tlirough Nature’s 
bounty or some other cause, practically a monopoly of trade. Free 
national competition leads, as a rule, to some arrangement amoilg 
the competing interests, but free international competition brings 
profits down to the vanishing point. Therefore all the great com¬ 
mercial and industrial nations of the world pould arrive at prosperity 
resulting from its export industries and international trade only by 
possessing virtually a monopoly, and the destruction of their trading 
monopoly meant to them the destruction of their greatness and 
power. Therefore thctse nations which depend for their existence 
on their foreign trade must be able to defend their commercial pre¬ 
eminence against all attacks, or tley will perish. 

Carthage being peojiled by ^cn of Phamician blood, Phoenicia 

z z 2 
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could bear her competition with equanimity, but the competition of 
the Greeks, aliens to them in race and in civilisation, was unbear- 
,able. Apparently through the aggressiveness of the Greeks—the 
Greeks were professional pirates in the time of Homer—^Phmnicia 
came into collision with her great rivals. It became a question 
whether Greeks or Phoenicians should possess supremacy on the sea 
and the trade and the wealth of the world, and arms only could decide 
that question. According to Herodotus, the celebrated attack of 
the Persians upon the Greeks was brought about by the Phmnicians. 
Phmnicia and Carthage attacked Greece and her colonies simultane¬ 
ously in the east and in the centre of the Mediterranean. Whilst 
Greece was being attacked by land and sea by an. enormous Perso- 
PhoDiiician force, the great Greek colonies in Sicily were attacked by 
a Phnenioo-Carthaginian force commanded by Hamilcar, in which, 
according to Herodotus, 3,000 ships and 300,000 men were engaged. 
By a curious coincidence, this enormous force was defeated by 
Gelon at Himera on the very same day on which the Greeks, under 
Themistoeles, totally defeated the Perso-Phoenician navy at Salamis. 
It is worth noting that the Phamicians furnished the principal naval 
contingent at that great sea-battle. The Greek ships were but few 
if compared with those of their enemy, but the Greeks had not yet 
become effeminate by luxury, self-indulgence, and vice, and superior 
bravery and seamanship gave them the victory. By war the Greeks 
acquired commercial and maritime supremacy in the eastern half of 
the Mediterranean, and by war they were to lose it. 

Through the spreading of civilisation the world had become so 
raueh enlarged, and the imperfect construction of ships made the 
progress of merchantmen so slow, that, after the decline of Phmnicia, 
the world had room for two great commercial and maritime nations. 
Carthage, situated in the very centre, between Greece and Spain, 
between Morocco and Asia Minor, became supreme in the trade of 
the western Mediterranean and of the seas beyond ; whilst the Greeks, 
situated in the middle between the Greek colonies in Asia Minor 
and the Greek colonies in Italy, became supreme in the eastern half 
of that sea. The stony soil of Attica could not nourish the Athenians. 
Isecessit^ made them fishers, seamen, and traders. The victory of 
Salamis gave them naval supremacy among the Greeks and barbarians, 
and practically the monopoly of trade in the eastern half of the 
Mediterranean. They became immensely wealthy, and Athens became 
the centre of a large colonial empire. The Greek islands and colonies 
became tributary to Athens. Athenian fleets and Athenian garrisons 
protected the Greek islands and colonics against their enemies, and 
these enriched with their contributions their mighty protectress. 
The Greeks considered Athens as the centre of the world’s trade. 
Isocrates tells us : ‘ She made the^ Pyreeus, as it were, a common 
mart in the midst of all Greece, V^ere there was such a variety of 
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necessaries and mercliandise that what was difficult to be found in 
small quantities in other places it was easy to find here in the greatest 
abundance.’ According to Xenophon: ‘ The grandeur of Athens 
caused the produce of the whole earth tQ be sent to that town.’ • 

The artistic manufacture of Athens became celebrated throughout 
the antique werld. At Athens was the High Court of Justice for the 
settlement of aU legal disputes in the Greek colonies, the money- 
market of the Greek Empire, and the University and Academy of 
Arts of the whole world. The world’s wealth seemed to be centred 
in Athens. According to Demosthenes, Athena financed the whole 
Greek Archipelago. Athens began to live largely on foreign labour, 
on her capital invested abroad, and cm the tribute which she received 
from the islands*and colonies in return for protection given. The 
extreme prosperity of Athens turned the heads of her citizens,* who 
began to believe that Athens was destined by Nature to be, and 
always to remain, the greatest and the richest commercial and indus¬ 
trial State in the world ; for the sober Xenophon informs us in all 
seriousness: • 

The Athenians are the only nation among the Greeks and barbarians who 
can possess wealth ; for if other States are rich in timber for shipbuilding or 
in steel or brass or flax, where can they dispose of these unless they sell them 
to the rulers of the sea ? Our enemies are excluded from the use of the sea, 
and without labour wo enjoy by means of the sea all the earth produces. 

Pampered by fortune and misguided by their politicians, the 
Athenians became a nation of pleasure-loving idlers. Athens was a 
democracy, and ambitious politicians endeavoured to obtain sup¬ 
porters and to rise to power by flattering, amusing, and bribing the 
masses. Sumptuous public buildings for the amusement of the masses 
were erected by the State; theatrical performances, after having 
been gratuitous, became a source of income to the citizens, who 
received a remuneration for the time spent ki enjoying themselves. 
Honorary appointments were converted into salaried ones, and these 
were so enormously increased that a large portion of the populace 
received bribes in form of a salary. Official positions were distri¬ 
buted by lot. Citizens were paid even for attendance at the assembly 
of the people. According to Aristotle, twenty thousand citizens liv(yj 
on the contributions pmd by the allied and subject States. Gratis 
distributions of corn and other*food for gaining popularity and vote*? 
were common. Thus Athens was corrupted, and became filled with 
idlers whose only aim in life it was to live well without work and 
to be amused, who did not know the word ‘ duty,’ and who claimed 
the privilege of idleness and ease as a right, but who objected to 
workj to paying taxes, and to serving their country in war. Fo¬ 
reigners took the place of Athenians in the army and fleet, and the 
contributions of the tributaries had to be greatly increased in order 
to feed and amuse the clamorous hdlers of Athens, who subsisted on 
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foreign corn, agriculture being neglected. The Crimea supplied 
Athena with grain, and garrisons at the Dardanelles ensured Che 
regularity of the food supply. According to Demosthenes, Athens 
‘imported more grain than any other nation. Athens was the corn- 
market of the world. Nowhere in the world was bread cheaper than 
in Athens. 

Sparta, the great military land Power, became jealous of the wealth 
of Athens, and began to look with contempt upon the Athenians who 
refused to fight for their country. The Spartans thought that Athens 
ill-deserved her prosperity, and resolved to capture it by war. The 
terrible Peloponnesian war was, according to Thucydides, caused 
chiefly by Sparta’s commercial jealousy. Political intrigues and divi¬ 
sions^. the necessity to pursue a popular though unwise policy, the 
self-indulgence of the citizens, and their reliance rather on their 
wealth than on their weapons caused the defeat of Athens. Athens 
lost the rule of the sea, her supremacy in trad^, and her colonies. 
Her tributaries and her foreign debtors ceased to i)ay tribute and 
interest* when Athens had fallen from her great position. Her vast 
wealth disappeared ; Athens declined and decayed. 

During the Peloponnesian war, which devastated the mainland of 
Greece, Rhodes had remained neutral, and she had captured much 
trade whilst that terrible struggle was in progi-ess. 'J’hus, through 
the fortune of war, the Rhodians, who had been but a small nation, 
became a great commercial State. Rhodes w’^as excellently situated for 
carrying on the trade between Greece, Egypt, Asia Minor, and between 
Greece and Italy. Besides, Rhodes had roomy harbours, she was 
reputed to possess the best sailors of antiquity, her citizens were 
cultured, progressive, diligent, energetic, and prudent, and she had 
excellent sea-laws, upon which those of Rome were modelled. Thus 
commercial and maritime supremacy in the eastern Mediterranean 
fell to Rhodes.* According to Polybius, she ruled the sea. Rhodes 
became the successor of Athens, the wealthiest State of Greece, and 
one of the foremost centres of culture and learning. Cicero and 
Pompey studied at Rhodes, and Caesar was captured by pirates when 
on the way to the university of the world. 

. In the centre and west of the Mediterranean (.'arthage was 
supremb ; she ruled the sea as absolutely a's Rome ruled the land, 
and she became the world’s manufacthrer. Her navy was considered 
invincible, and her traders knew no rivals. Carthage, as Phoenicia 
before her, pursued a profitable policy—that is, a policy profitable 
to her ruling class of merchants and bankers, who cared only for 
immediate cash profits, and these became immensely wealthy. Car¬ 
thage neglected her agriculture and her army, trusting for her defence 
to her navy and to her money-bags, as Phoenicia had done before her. 
Sicily provided Carthage with graii., and Spain was her India whence 
she drew her wool for her vast tixtile industry, and copper, silver, 
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gold, and precious stones. Rome, poor, warlike, and ambitious, 
envied Carthage for her wealth, and despised her for her effeminacy 
and cowardice. The Romans invaded Sicily and Spain, threatened 
simultaneously Carthage’s food supply and wealth, and raised the ' 
slaves against her. Carthage had to fight for her existence. War to 
the death became inevitable between the two countries. The Romans 
built a fleet on the model of a stranded Carthaginian vessel and 
manned it with soldiers. Owing to the ingenious invention of 
grappling-irons, made by Duilfus, the Roman general, Rome succeeded 
in destroying the fleets of Carthage. After a lengthy and desperate 
struggle the poor but warlike nation defeated with its national army 
the mercenaries o{ its wealthy but ifnwarlike opponent, Carthage 
was destroyed. ^ 

Cicero summed up the policy of all military Powers, and of Rome 
in }>articular, in the words : ‘ Is any State that is known to be ridh 
allowed to enjoy peace ^ Or have the generals of Rome ever per¬ 
mitted a wealthy State to live in qniet ? ’ When Rome had de¬ 
stroyed Carthage the wealth of the world lay at her feet. The Hjreeks 
were, according to Aristotle, by nature fitted to rule the world ‘ had 
they been happily united under a single Government,’ but their 
disunion proved fatal to them. When Rome had vanquished Car¬ 
thage she ruled the world both politically and economically. It is 
true that the Romans were by nature peasants and soldiers, but 
wealth and trade are apt to fall not to the ablest, but to the strongest, 
for Pc'wer is Wealth. Rome swept the wealth of the world into Italy 
with an iron broom, Roman merchants were preferentially treated 
by law throughout her dominions, and Rome obtained commercial 
and maritime supremacy. 

After haAung been a kingdom and a veiled aristocracy, Rome 
became a democracy. Her politicians competed for the votes of 
the people, and success at elections fell, as it ifteually does, not to the 
ablest, but to the most unscrupulous and to the highest bidder. 
Appealing to the lowest instincts of the masses, the politicians bought 
su])port with bribes. The populace was encouraged and taught to 
liA'c in idleness on doles and charity. Some democratic statesmen 
made themsehms ])opular by giving to the people gratuitous per^ 
forrnances in gigantic circuses, others by giving them cheap food, 
which the subject nations were compelled to provide. The free** 
peasantry of Italy, being unable to compete with their grain with 
slave-grown foreign corn, sold under cost price, were ruined. The 
once fruitful Campagna, after having been a grazing-ground, became 
a desert. Agricultural land in Italy was either converted into pasture, 
which required hardly any labour, or tilled by slaves. The sturdy 
country population was driven into the towns and decayed in the 
slums. Rome became completeli dependent upon foreign food. 
T.acitus wrote : ‘ Formerly Italy esported supplies for the legions to 
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distant provinces, and Italy is not by any means a barren country. 
But the nation prefers cultivating Egypt and Africa, and the exist¬ 
ence of the Roman people is entrusted to ships and to the dangers 
of the sea.’ PcriodicTally Rpme was visited by famine, and poverty 
and starvation were alarmingly prevalent in the wealthiest town of 
the world. Quintilian complained : ‘ Whilst we are selling to the 
neighbouring nations in the pursuit of a profitable policy, we have 
neglected all regard for public safety, and, having emptied our 
store abroad, have brought distress" upon ourselves at home.’ 
Rome lived on her foreign investments. Cicero exclaimed : ‘ Rome 
is dependent upon the revenues of Asia. The public credit of 
Rome and the circulation of money in the Forum is connected with 
it.’, The mighty Roman Empire had allowed its foundation to 
decay. 

Town and country are interdcpendent, and nourish one another, 
the former providing manufactures, the latter food, and the poverty 
of the one necessarily brings about in the end the poverty of the 
other. ’ Touns cannot live by themselves. The population of Rome 
could not make a living when, through the decay of agriculture, oni-- 
half of the home market had been destroyed, whilst the number of 
men had not diminished. Therefore, notwithstanding the cheapness 
of food, extreme poverty and distress wore permanent in Rome. 
Notwithstanding its cheapn(>ss, food was found to be too dear by 
those who could not obtain employment and by those who would not 
work, and who were encouraged in th('ir idleness by reckless dema¬ 
gogues striving after power, and anxious for jjopular support. Instead 
of stopping the influx of foreign corn and repopulating the de\'as- 
tated country districts, the Roman demagogues, pursuing a popular 
j)olicy, and wishing to keep their electors in hand and de]icndent 
upon their bounty, continued their demoralising policy of doles. In 
123 B.c. Cains Gracchlls reduced the price of corn to about one-third 
it-s natural price, at which the head of every family could purchase 
it from the Government stores. In course of time further reductions 
took place, and at last gratuitous distributions of corn on a vast 
scale were instituted. In Cajsar’s time 320,000 people were in receipt 
• A gratis corn. Even that was found insufficient. In the third 
centu^ after Christ gratis distributions of corn were followed by 
■gratis distributions of bread, and these were followed by gratis dis¬ 
tributions of meat, oil, salt, wine, &c. The population of Rome 
consisted of wealthy merchants and idlers, and pf a hungry mob 
living on charity. The strength of Rome had been sacrificed to the 
Moloch of cheapness and popularity. Nowhere in the world was 
corn cheaper than in Rome; nowhere was distress greater. The 
policy of the Roman statesman was summed up in two words— 
cheap food. A bad harvest would cause a revolution. In the words 
of Tacitus, ‘ Alexandria was the jKey to Egypt, and by blocking up 
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that ijlentiful corn country all Italy could very easily bo reduced to 
starvation.’ The Roman army was recruited from the wretched 
slum proletariat which, possessed neither^ stam^a nor patriotism, 
neither the sense of duty nor that of discipline and subordination. 
The Roman army became an armed mob. Tiberius Gracchus com¬ 
plained : ‘ The wild beasts of Italy have their dens, but our brave 
soldiers possess nothing except air and light. Tramps and beggars 
arc the defenders of their couijtry, and the masters of the universe 
have not a foot of ground they can call their own.’ Soon the wretched 
slum proletariat was no longer fit either to work for its own sup¬ 
port or to fight for its country, being p,o longer willing to exchange 
the pleasure and idteness of town for a military life or a life spent 
in honest labour. Rome had to rely on foreign workers and 6n 
foreign mercenaries. German soldiers garrisoned the capital, and. 
Dutchmen guarded tlie emperors. Rome, rotten to the core, had 
become a nation composed of capitalists and paupers, defended by 
her money-bags. The barbarians attacked Rome, and the gigij.nti 
Roman Kmj;ire fell to pieces like a house of cards. 

The centre of the Roman Empire was removed to Constantinople. 
Constantinople became the heiress of Rome’s power and of Rome’s 
policy and traditions. Through her matchless geograpliical position 
and as centre of the still large East Roman Empire, Constantinople 
became exceedingly wealthy. The world had to feed Constantino])le, 
Sind ConR<.autino])le did an enormous trade in food and those articles 
wliieh the hosts of its idle citizens required. The masses of Con- 
8tantino]>lc could give power by their votes. Therefore they were 
corrupted with bribt'S by the ambitious. ‘ Pancm et circenses ’ was 
the cry of the populace in Constantinople as it had been in Rome. 
Parties were formed round the favourites of the theatre. Constaiiti- 
nojde lived on its capital and on foreign tribute, on contributions 
exacted liy force, and on the interest of money lent by her capitalists 
to productive nations. (Constantinople had to be defended by 
foreigners against her enemies. When the Turks stormed the de¬ 
generate town in Mod, ten out of the twelve commanders on the w\alla 
were foreigners. Italians and other foreign soldiers had done most 
of the fighting. , 

In the eighth century a new world-power, the Arabs, had arisen and 
had rapidly conquered Asia Minor, the whole of North Africa,and Spain. 
I’ower is wealth. Commercial and maritime supremacy may quickly 
be gained by the sWord. The Arabs, possessing some of the richest 
portions of the globe, cmbarkenl upon trade with the productions of 
their vast empire, and soon their commerce embiticed the whole 
known world. Arab merchants traded from Cliina to Sweden, 

»Baghdad became the centre of the vjorld’s trade and of the world’s 
wealth. During the Middle Ag('s tlm great Arab towns were the 
centres of a new civilisation. The Iforcmost universities and the 
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largest libraries in the world were those of the Arabs ; the best doctors, 
the greatest lawyers, the foremost engineers, the leading arclitects 
and artists were followers of the Prophet. Monuments of the power, 
wealth, and genius of the Arabs may be found throughout Spain and 
the Orient, and when these arc destroyed, words such as admiral, 
frigate, magazinp, tariff, tare, bazaar, and numerous others will remain 
a lasting monument to the greatness of the Arabs and witnesses of their 
commercial and maritime supremacy. ^ 

The Arab nations lacked the sense of solidarity, and they were 
destroyed one by one by the nations of Europe. The Crusaders 
broke the Arab power in the .East, the Spaniards broke it in the West. 
With the greatness of the Arab Empire disappeared its world-wide 
ti'ade and its culture. 

The Crusaders were transported to the Holy Land by sea, and the 
Italian sea towns became wealthy and powerful in transporting 
millions of men and horses to and fro. At an early date the Italian 
coas^ towns had stipulated that they should be given trading facilities 
and settlements of their own in all places occupied by the Crusaders. 
A vast trade sprang up between Europe and the East. The Crusaders 
had been introduced to the productions of the East, and a demand for 
Oriental spices, sugar, glass ware, pottery, silk, tapestry, metal ware, 
arms, &c., arose throughout Europe, and the Italian coast towns 
hastened to supply the articles wanted. A lively trade arose between 
East and West. Caravans coming from the interior of Asia and 
Africa brought Oriental wares to the coast of the Mediterranean, 
whence they were fetched by Italian merchants who sent them towards 
the north of Europe either via Gibraltar or across the Alps and down 
the Rhine. Italy lay on the high road of the world’s traffic, and, 
owing to the constant stream of merchandise and of wealth, the 
Italian coast, towns^and Florence, Milan, Verona, Lucca, Augsburg, 
Nuremberg, Strasburg, Cologne and others flourished greatly. 

Venice, Genoa, Pisa, and Amalfi transported the Crusaders and 
their belongings, and carried on the trade between Europe and the 
Orient. Of these four town Republics Amalfi was in the beginning the 
greatest. In the ninth centur Amalfi, which had fifty thousand 
inha^jitants, ruled the sea and outshone alj her competitors in wealth, 
industry, culture, and learning. The Tabula Amalfitana, the cele¬ 
brated sea laws of that town, became the sea laws of the Mediterranean; 
Flavio Gioja, an Amalfitan, introduced the mariner’s compass ; Amal- 
fitan coins freely circulated throughout the Orr-mt. Pisa, Amalfi’s 
greatest competitor, became jealous of Amalfi’s prosperity. A war 
between the two Republics ended in the victory of the Pisans, 
who sacked Amalfi in 11.35, and Amalfi became, what it is still, a 
miserable village. Few people Ijnow nowadays that Amalfi ever ruled ^ 
the sea. / 



1906 


THE FUTUBE OF QBE AT BBITAIN 


699 


The destruction of her great rival gave commercial and maritime 
supremacy to Pisa, which became a most flourishing town. Rapidly 
expanding, Pisa conquered and colonised Corsica, Sardinia, and the 
Balearic Islands. In the eleventh and twel^jbh centuries, during the 
time of her splendour, she built the magnificent Duomo begun in 
10G3, the Baptisterio, begun in 1153, the leaning tower, begun in 1174, 
and the Campo Santo, begun in 1203, which are still objects of universal 
admiration. ‘ Those who live by the s\^ord shall perish by the sword.’ 
Genoa, Pisa’s mighty rival, wishing to crush her great competitor, 
frequently made war upon Pisa, and at last succeeded in destroying her 
power in the terrible battle of Meloria, in which no fewer than 16,000 
Pisans were killed or made prisoners. <3lenoa became mistress of 
the sea, and Pisa decayed utterly. Pisa, which in the eleventh century 
had 150,000 inhabitants and which then was, perhaps, the largest town 
in Europe, became a poverty-stricken village. 

When Amalfi and Pisa had been destroyed, Genoa and Venice 
had the Mediterranean tride to themselves. Friction occurred 
between the two competitors, and again war had to decide wheilier 
commercial and maritime supremacy, wealth, and power should fall 
to the one or to the other. During three centuries Genoa and Venice 
were at war, and at last Venice succeeded by a mighty effort in de¬ 
stroying her great rival. At the beginning of the fifteenth century 
Venice, was at the height of her power. She ruled the sea, she con¬ 
quered and colonised the islamls aixd the coasts of the Mediterranean, 
and she became th(! head cd a vast colonial empire and the centre 
of the world’s trade, the world’s wealth, the world’s culture, and the 
world's art. The sea was covered with Venetian ships, manned by 
no fewer than 50,0(J0 sailors. 

During two thousand years civilisation had progressed along the 
shores of the Mediterranean, but the Arabs and Italians had intro- 
dui;ed trade and culture, arts and sciences to the couixtries of Northern 
Europe, and new centres of civilisation began to spring up on the 
savage shores of the North Sea and the Baltic. Under the fostering 
care of enlightened princes, manufacturing industries grew up in 
Flanders and Brabant which provided Muscovy, Sweden, Norway, 
Denmark,and Germany with textile fabrics and other wares in exchange 
for raw produce, such as timber, corn, wool, pitch, tar, hemp, furs, 
furnished by these nations. Lubeck, Bremen, and Hamburg, lying 
in the centre of the northern trade route, acquired commercial and 
nxaritime eminence. The Hanseatic League ’arose. The Italian 
merchants found it ?Lifficult^to trade directly with the countries of 
Northern Europe because the imperfect state of navigation made 
it impossible for them to reach the Baltic in a single Season. There¬ 
fore they agreed with the Hanseatic merchants that a town lying 
*half-way between Italy and the Baltic towns should be made the 
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market for the exchange of northern and of Italian and Oriental 
productions and an international storehouse. Bruges was fixqid upon, 
and Bruges became by far the greatest and the wealthiest town of 
Northern Europe, Venice in the South and Bruges in the North 
handled the trade of the world. Venice and Bruges were the two poles 
round which the commercial world revolved. The* prosperity of these 
two towns seemed to rest on tjre most solid basis. 

Through Vasco da Gama’s* circumnavigation of the Cape of Good 
Hope and the discovery of the sea route to India, the trade of 
the world was suddenly completely changed. When it was found 
that it was far cheaper to fetch the productions of the Orient 
via the Cape of Good Hope than to fetch them from the southern 
shores of the Mediterranean after a tedious land voyage, the com- 
Inercial and maritime supremacy of Venice was destroyed. The 
current of the world’s trade altered its course. Venice became 
deserted, and Lisbon, lying half-way on the new trade route between 
East and West, became the greatest emporium of the world s trade 
and the heir of Venice. The Venetian Republic offered to buy the 
whole of the Oriental goods brought to Portugal and not wanted for 
Portuguese consumption in order to retain at least the second-hand 
trade in the produce of the Orient. That offer was refused. Venice 
had to live on her accumulated capital, and, being unable to extend 
the basis of her wealth and power and to keep pace with the progress 
of the other nations of Euroj>e, she gradually decayed, for no nation 
can live on its wealth invested abroad. 

Flanders and Brabant were the Lancashire of Europe. Arras, 
Ypres, Mechlin, Ghent, Brussels, Liege, and Namur provided the 
world with manufactures of every kind, and Bruges, lying in the 
centre of that wealthy district, was at the same time a huge manu¬ 
facturing town and a great trading centre. In the fifteenth century 
Bruges had 200,000 inhabitants, and was far larger than London or 
Paris. However, Flanders and Brabant, though they possessed 
a most fruitful soil, had neglected their agricultural for the more 
profitable manufacturing industries. According to the ‘ Libell of 
English Policye,’ written in 1436, these towns produced only bread 
enough to last for one month. The democratic Governments of 
these wealthy towns pursued a popular policy, sacrificing to ease 
and ftixury, to popularity, and to the pursuit of commercial gain the 
strength of the country, and neglected arms. The Dukes of Burgundy 
made war upon them. Being disunited among themselves and 
divided within by party strife, these mighty towAs were easily subdued 
one by one by force or were starved into surrender. A large part 
of the population of Flanders and Brabant, being unable to make a 
living in their declining country, emigrated. Ypres, which at the time 
of her glory had had 200,000.inhabitants, became a village, and th<i 
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emigrants from Flanders and Brabant laid the foundation of the great 
industries of Holland, Germany, France, and England. The decline of 
the industries of Flanders.and Brabant brought about the decline of 
Bruges. The leading merchants of that town migrated to Antwerp, 
and, through the fortune of war, Antwerp became the commercial 
and financial centre of Northern Europe. 

The commercial supremacy of Antwerp was short-lived. The 
Dutch and Belgian Netherlands, which had fallen under the rule of 
Spain, rose in revolt against Spain in consequence of the cruel re¬ 
ligious persecution of Philip the Second, and of Alva, his lieutenant 
in the Netherlands. The Dutch Netherlands, being comparatively 
poor and possessing a* very warlike population, fought bravely and 
expelled the Spaniards. The Belgian Netherlands, with their enor • 
raous towns, offered but a feeble and futile resistance, for the town 
population is better ah shouting than at fighting. Through the 
pusillanimity of the popular Government and the cowardice of the 
large industrial proletariat, Antwerp was conquered and plundered 
and the traders of that town fled to Amsterdam for safety. Flanders 
and Brabant were ruined by the Spaniards, and the population fled 
fron) the unhappy country and took their industries to neighbouring 
Holland. 

The war between Holland and Spain, which Alva’s persecutions 
had kindled, lasted almost uninterruptedly during eighty years. 
According to the current theories of English political economists, 
peace is the greatest interest of all nations ; war is ruinous to all. 
History, which disproves so many idle theories, teaches us that there 
are ruinous and profitable wars, and the Eighty Years’ War against 
Spain, though ruinous to Spain, was exceedingly profitable to the 
Dutch. At the beginning of the war Spain and Portugal possessed 
the greatest colonial empire in the world. Pope Afpxander the Sixth 
had, in 1493, divided the New World between Spain and Portugal. 
Spain and Portugal had conquered the New World, and when, in 1580, 
Portugal was conquered by Spain, Spain became the possessor of 
the whole of the New W'orld. Before the outbreak of the Eighty Years’ 
War, Spain was the richest nation in all the world, and the strongest 
on land and sea. At the end,of that war the industries of Flanders 
and Brabant, and the wealth of the J^panish-Portuguese Empire and 
its most valuable colonies, had passed into the hands of the Dutch. 
Besides, the Dutch, having chased the Spanish and Portuguese ships 
from the ocean, had eonquered the rule of the sea. By the sword 
the Dutch had won industrial*, commercial, and maritime supremacy 
the world over. At the beginning of the seventeenth century the 
Dutch had, according to Sir Walter Raleigh and many other reliable 
writcTH, a greater merchant marine than all other nations combined. 
New York, then called New Amsterdam, was a Duf-ch settlement; 
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Brazil was conquered by the Dutch from the Portuguese; India was 
dominated by Dutchmen ; the Spice Islands, the most valuabfe points 
on the African coast and the Cape of Good Hope, were Dutch. The 
world was dotted with Dutch naval stations. The Dutch possessed 
a world-empire similar to the British world-empire of to-day. They 
were the wealthiest, the most industrious, and the most powerful 
nation existing. The New World might have become Dutch instead 
of Anglo-Saxon. The religious persecutions and the Thirty Years’ War 
on the continent of Europe, and the stormy rule of Charles the First 
and the Civil War in England, destroyed the industries and trade of 
Europe and strengthened ^|;ill further the Dutch monopoly of manu¬ 
facturing and trade. The trade of England and France was carried 
In Dutch bottoms. Amsterdam financed the world. The whole world 
was tributary to Holland. 

England's commercial and maritime greatness is of very recent 
date. At the time when Flanders and Brabant were prosperous 
manufacturing countries, England was a third-rate Power andapure.ly 
agricultural and pastoral country, whence Flanders and Brabant drew 
the wool they needed. The trade of England was carried on ]>y 
Hanseatic merchants called ‘ Easterlings,’ who have given the name 
to the coin of the realm, and by Lombards, whose arms may be seen 
outside every pawnshop. The far-reaching trading privileges of 
these foreigners, which were similar to those enjoyed now by English¬ 
men in China, were withdrawn by Queen Elizabeth, who wished to 
foster the English industries. At the time when the Dutch carried 
on the trade of the world England possessed hardly any ships and 
hardly any fishing industry. The greatest British maritime industry 
was piracy. 

Proud of her wealth, and confiding in her wealth and her semi- 
insular position, which could be made completely insular by piercing 
the dykes, Holland neglected her army and those industries whicdi 
raise food and warhke men. Her agriculture hardly suHiccd to 
nourish one-eighth of the inhabitants, and she allowed her mighty 
fisheries, whence she drew her seamen, to be captured by foreigners. 
Her merchant statesmen followed a utilitarian policy most profitable 
to themselves. The nation was hopelessly divided by party feuds. 
BeheVing that no country would venture to attack a country which 
had defeated the (Spanish Empire, the Dutch allowed their navy 
to lose its supremacy, believing that they could in time of need im¬ 
provise a navy with their unlimited wealth*and latent resources. 
Cromwell, seeing that Holland was almost disarmed, and divided 
within, attacked her in 1652. His ‘ colonels at sea,’ Blake, Dean, 
Monk, and Popham, defeated with their infantry the ablest Dutch 
admirals and seamen. Cromwell’s navigation laws crippled the 
commerce of the Dutch and created the greatness of the Engl’sh 
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merchant marine. Further attacks by England and by France 
destrcp^ed the maritime and commercial supremacy of the Dutch. 

In 1661 Colbert began to direct the economic policy of France. 
France was a poor agricultural country, Holland was a rich indus¬ 
trial and commercial State, and Colbert rfisolved to capture a large 
part of the industrial and commercial wealth of the Dutch. Hitherto 
Franco had levied customs duties for revenue purposes only. Colbert 
introduced fiscal protection and transJerred a large part of the Dutch 
industries from Dutch to French soil. Colbert’s pohcy was copied by 
all other nations, whilst the Netherlands followed the policy of free 
trade. All Europe made fiscal war upon the Dutch industries, and 
these decayed utterly. 

The Netherlands* rapidly declined. France and England, equally 
strong, desired to become great commercial, maritime, and colonial 
nations at the cost of the Dutch, and very soon they fell to fighting^ 
over the great Dutch inheritance. Competition between English 
and French traders and between the English and French Govern¬ 
ments, for trade, ships, and colonies, led T/O war. During more than a 
century, from the time of Louis the Fourteenth to that of Napoleon 
the First, England and France fought for the rule of the sea, for 
colonial empire, and for the trade of the world. The overthrow of 
Napoleon gave to England commercial and maritime supremacy the 
world over. England’s commercial and industrial supremacy and 
her colonial empire were won by the sword and by the protective 
policy of her rulers. 

During the wars of the Revolution and the Napoleonic wars the 
Avhole continent of Europe was devastated, many Continental Govern¬ 
ments became banlcrupt, the industries and commerce of England’s 
competitors were destroyed; England only had peace at home, and 
became exceedingly wealthy through the disappearance of all her 
comjietitors and the consequent monopoly of England in trade and 
industry. England became the manufacturer, trader, shipper, 
banker, and financier of the world. The whole world was pawned to 
Englishmen. 

‘ Pride goeth before destruction, and a haughty spirit before a 
fall.’ In the ’forties of the last century England produced more 
coal, more cotton goods, rqore iron, and she had more money, more'**' 
miles of railway, and more ships than the rest of the world. English 
merchants began to believe that, as Mr. Cobden put it, England was 
destined by Nature to be, and always to remain, the workshop of the 
world, and being in« power, they threw away the economic and poli¬ 
tical defences of their country. Since then the glory and greatness 
of England have much diminished. Industrially, commercially, and 
financially, England has greatly declined. Her commercial and 
maritime supremacy is seriously threatened by the United States 
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and Germany, who have been advancing with giant strides whilst 
Great Britain has stood still. What will be the future of Great 
Britain and the British Empire ? Will Great Britain learn the lesson 
of history ? The eleventh hour has arrived. 

The history of three thousand years teaches us that all the good 
things of this world, land and riches, commerce and shipping, are 
not to the peaceful and to the feeble, but to the warlike and to the 
strong; not to the sluggard, armed with a ‘ scientific ’ formula pro¬ 
nounced by a learned theorist, but to energetic and ambitious men 
of action, armed with common sense; that wealth and power can 
be preserved only by military strength; that wealth is a bad substi¬ 
tute for power; that power may easily be converted into wealth, 
but that money-bags do not defend themselves ; that strength is 
better than wealth; that the neglect of the army and the decay of 
agriculture have been fatal to all great commercial States of the past, 
from Phoenicia to Holland; that huge towns devour the strength of 
the country. 

Great Britain has allowed her agriculture to decay and she has, 
at the bidding of interested manufacturers and traders and of crazy 
theorists, erected the mightiest economic fabric the world has seen 
upon a single pillar. That pillar stands upon foreign ground, and 
foreign nations arc engaged in sawing through that pillar. The 
British Empire can be preserved only as long as the British fleet 
is supreme, and the British fleet can remain supreme only as long as 
Great Britain can afford to maintain a larger fleet than any other 
nation. Great Britain is no longer the richest nation in the world. 
The outlook for Great Britain and her colonics is very serious and 
threatening, for might is right in international politics. The law of 
the survival of the fittest and strongest, whicli rules the whole animal 
and vegetable creation, applies with equal force to man and to his 
political associations. 

Great Britain and the British Empire stand at the parting of the 
ways. The greatest danger to Great Britain is her weakness. GIrcat 
Britain must have strength commensurate with the extent of her pos¬ 
sessions, or she will perish. The British Empire is merely a geographical 
expression. In its unorganised state it is as little an empire as was 
the Dutch world-empire or the Phoenician Y^orld-enipiro of old. 

ThS greatest States of aU times, have perished because they have 
not acted in accordance with the spirit of the times. Unless Great 
Britain reforms herself, adapts herself to modern conditions, abandons 
her insane and pseudo-liberal policy of drift, negleoi, and mammonism, 
miscalled non-interference, individualism, knd free trade; unless she 
husbands and develops her resources and increases her rapidly-ebbing 
national strength by reconstituting her agriculture and making the 
population warlike and prepared for war; and unless the British Empire 
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is unified—for only the united and organised strength of the whole 
of thp Empire can suffice to defend it—Great Britain, and with her 
the British Empire, may, by the inexorable law of History and of 
Nature, follow the way which Phojniciay Carthage, Athens, Rome, 
Constantinople, the Arab Empire, Amalfi, Pisa, Genoa, Venice and 
the Dutch Empire have gone in the past. 

» J. Ellis Barker. 
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LIBERALISM AND LABOUR 


The General Election of last January was h.ail<j<i by many as the 
beginning of a new era in English politics. No feature of that upheaval 
seemed likely to exercise more disturbance than the arrival of an 
Independent Labour Party in the House of Commons. For the nine 
succeeding months public attention has been concentrated ui)on its 
members and methods. From the first it was evident to those who 
saw below the surface that this was a party in the making rather 
than a party made ; that its advent as a conscious and substantial 
force in the House of Commons was but the commencement of a 
development whose end no man can foresee. 

Two subjects especially have occupied the attention of those who 
were concerned in a wider outlook than that of the political game. The 
one was the relationship of this new party to the Liberal Party, which 
had suddenly returned to power in such enormous strength. The 
other was the conflict within this party between those who desired 
a test of class and those who desired a test of principle. In 
the last month both these questions have flared up into rather 
unexpected violence. Two Liberal whips, in a meeting in Scotland, 
took upon themselves, somewhat unaccountably, to throw down a 
challenge of war. I'he one defied ‘ a body of malignant wreckers 
who would destroy the Liberal Party if they could, and build up in 
its place an exacting tyranny under which he hoped the working man 
would never fall.’ The other promised ‘ very little quarter ’ to those 
who were elected in part by Liberal votes and yet often refused to go 
ffito the Liberal lobby. The Scottish Liberal Association declared 
its inteAiion of fighting at every election any one who declared himself 
a Socialist. The Liberal newspapers endeavoured with some anxiety 
to cast oil on the troubled waters. The Tory newspapers hailed with 
glee the first evidences of a split within the dominant majority. 
Cabinet Ministers and other lesser speakers indulged in pleasant 
periods concerning the impossibility of Socialism, and the desirability 
of Liberals carrying forward a policy of social reform. 

On the other hand, within the ranks of Labour itself, the observer 
has contemplated the somewhat indecent quarrel centring round the 
personahty of Mr. Richard Bell; and the remarkable figures of the 
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voting of the miners whether they should or should not affiliate with 
th* Labour Representation Committee. 

Nino out of ten Liberal members of Parliament would probably 
regret the language df their whips and.desire* to avoid all evidences’ 
of open conflict with Independent Labour. The Liberal Press has 
been supportflig Mr. Bell against his assailants. At best these are 
but incidents, regrettable or otherwise, but not vital. They may pre¬ 
cipitate, they cannot transform, the large forces which are working 
for change. A right apprehension of these forces is the first necessity 
of political prophecy. 

The old Labour member was a representative of a certain trade ; 
generally an official of the Union, \ffho was sent by that trade and 
Union int-o Parliament, definitely to look after the interest of its 
members. The coal-miners would send a coal-miner to protect the 
interest of those who worked in coal mines. The railway men wrfUld 
send the secretary of their Union to safeguard the welfare of railway 
servants. These men were, for the most part, Liberals in politics. 
There was no particular reason why they should be so. Therr unions 
consist'd of Conservatives as well as Libcrals,"and probably in many 
elections, in the more established and opulent unions, tlie actual votes 
of the members would have shown a majority on the Conservative 
side. I’he most efficient of all trade unions, in fact, the National 
Union of Teachers, accepted the political necessities of a double 
party system; and maintained two representatives, a Liberal and a 
Conservative, in order that no member should feel aggrieved at his 
subscriptions going to support a political opponent. For the rest, the 
old Labour men were sturdy Radicals. They formed a kind of fringe 
of the Liberal Party, made up of those who had actual experience 
in the life of the artisan. On all general questions they tramped 
cheerily through the Liberal lobbies. On special disputes they voted 
for the interests of those who supported them. • The representatives of 
the miners who demanded the eight-hours day voted for an eight- 
hours day ; the representatives of the miners who objected to an eight- 
hours day voted against an eight-hours day. Their chief utility 
was in Committee of Supply, especially in such matters as the Home 
OiFice vote, where the, discussion often became a kind of technical 
debate upon ‘ spindles” and ‘ shafts ’ and ‘ shunters ’ between the 
Government officials and the’ representatives of particular affected 
trades. They were Trade Unionists and they beheved in Trade 
Unionism. The^ did not especially concern themselves with general 
questions of poverty, or pf the remedies for poverty. Sometimes those 
with particular qualifications would voice the needs of the disinherited 
classes. Mr. Crooks, for example, in the last Pa^iament, made quite 
a number of speeches, enlivened by humorous and pathetic anecdote, 
concerning the hard life of the poor. Most of those who heard him 
in Parliament wept. Members of both parties would walk across 
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afterwards and shake him warmly by the hand. Nothing particular 
was done. There was no obvious reason why anything should be 
done. No one expected that anything would be done. The great poli- 
'tical parties went on their way, carrying out their own political ideals 
with greater or less efficiency; each convinced in its own mind that 
it was the party to which the masses of the country had most reason 
to be grateful for the advancement of their true interests. In the 
1900 election Mr. Chamberlain could declare that the presence of 
‘ Labour members ’ in the House had done nothing to advance the 
cause of Social Reform; and although the statement excited indigna¬ 
tion it provoked no conclusive reply. But everybody felt that Parlia¬ 
ment was the better for having such men amongst them. Liberal 
members could point out to their Trade Union constituents that they 
were of the same party as these respected Trade Unionists. The men 
themselves were of the salt of the earth, and would have done credit 
to any assembly. And occasionally, in 1880, in 1886, in 1892, one of 
them would be offered a minor post in a Liberal Government. 

Suddenly into these pleasant time-honoured courses entered ihe 
new Labour party ; pushful, aggressive, organised, independent. Its 
money and its votes have been largely provided by the Trade Unions 
through the action of the ‘ Labour Representation Committee ’—a 
triumph of skilled organisation. But its energy'and driving force have 
been given by the little group who call themselves the ‘ Independent 
Labour Party,’whose aim is not so much the welfare of Trade Unionism 
as the advancement of a definite policy of social reform leading in 
the direction of Collectivism. These men are those whom the Master 
of Elibank has termed ‘ malignant wreckers.’ Wreckers they may 
be; ‘ malignant ’ would seem to be a strong term to be used against 
men who have made no secret from the beginning of their intentions ; 
who from the beginning have fought Liberals as violently as they have 
fought Conservatives. If Liberals had had their own way, none of 
these particular politicians would to-day be in the House of Commons. 
Mr. Macdonald was badly beaten'by two Liberals in a doublc-membercd 
constituency in 1900. Mr. Jowett has been opposed by the Bradford 
Liberals in years of bitter controversy, and finally defeated both 
a -Liberal and a Conservative in a triangular contest. Mr. Barnes 
at Glasgow came in at the head of the poll against a Conservative 
ex-Ministcr and a Liberal opponent. Mr. Keir Hardie found a Liberal 
put up against him last January and beat him by over 2,000 votes. 
Mr. Snowden at Blackburn in two elections lost no opportunity 
of pouring his scorn upon the Liberals and the Nonconformists, and 
finally was returned,with a Conservative colleague, beating the Liberal 
by over a thousand votes. These men have never been Liberals. They 
have never pretended to be Liberals. They have never supported 
a Liberal on a public platform, and never asked for Liberal support 
on their platforms. They honestly disbelieve in the intention of 
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the Liberal party actively to carry out the policy which they desire. 
Tbby have chmbed into Parliament despite bitter Liberal opposition. 

‘ Get animal est tres mechant,’ runs Bufion’s verdict on the rliinoceros.^ 
‘ Quand on I’attaquc il se defend.’ And*it is a’little surprising to find* 
these Socialists scolded by a Liberal whip for not marching with 
docility through the Liberal lobbies. 

But one or two storm centres hatVe been muttering for many months 
on the horizon. The archaic and undemocratic nature of Parliamen¬ 
tary elections, in the long preValcnce of the two-party system, has made 
it possible for a third candidate to cause considerable annoyance by 
letting into Parliament a member whom the majority of the constitu¬ 
ency would neve^ have chosen. The manifestation of such a deplor¬ 
able result in the recent Cockermouth by-election was probably the 
cause of the latest explosion. And many of the older Labour members 
have confronted with a deepening repugnance the growth of the new 
‘ Labour ’ party. I’hey see an active propagandism daily developing, 
especially among the younger men, in their own Unions, designed to 
squeeze them into joining this new body. They feel the ropeTEighten- 
ing round their own necks. They are sometimes angry at the fuss and 
flattery which the new party has attracted. And they are especially 
incensed at this party taking upon itself a name which would seem to 
exclude themselves from the ranks of representative labour. 

This name, indeed, has been the greatest source of friction. The 
party led by Mr. Keir Hardie has had considerable difficulty in finding 
a satisfactory title for itself. Some members proposed to call it ‘ the 
Socialist Party ’ ; but the wisest men witliin its ranks successfully 
opposed such a change. Some of its members do not understand 
what Socialism means. Some understand Socialism and definitely 
reject it. Some are Socialists, but reluctant to alarm the mass of 
the English people with a name which has come to have a technical 
and unjileasant significance. I’o most of the middle efass ‘ Socialists ’ 
are men who have bolted with the municipal funds or with their 
neighbours’ wives; or, if they have not yet done so, would do so on the 
slightest provocation. Even to the more enlightened a ‘ Socialist 
party ’ too often signifies a party pledged to sudden and violent 
change, involving confiscation, disturbance of the social order, pcrhftj)s 
revolution. It would cut the world into parallelograms, and equalise 
the thrifty and the laggard. The Labour party is a party pledged to 
evolutionary change. There is nothing revoUitionary in its immediate 
policy. The Social Democrats, indeed, of a more austere and uncom¬ 
promising creed, are never tired of girding at the Socialism of the 
Labour members, for the lack of this quality of irrunediate action and 
lor too confident faith in the gradual processes of change. 

Under these circumstances the party fell back upon the rather 
forlorn expedient of calling itself ' the Labour Party.’ Immediately 
they were thrown into collision with the older Labour members on the 
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Government side of the House. Members of the present Parliament 
will remember that one of the few really passionate scenes in the phst 
.session was that in which this title was challenged from the Government 
benches. On a technical question of representation on a Committee 
Mr. Keir Hardie demanded that his party should have a member. 
The Government "whip announced that he had already given a seat 
on the Committee to a member ^of ‘ one of the Labour parties.’ 
Those who sat on the Opposition side immediately claimed that they 
were the only Labour party. The Liberal Trade Unionists, amid the 
angry approval of the Government supporters, asserted with indig¬ 
nation their right to the claim lyabour. Many of them protested that 
they had for long years toiled for Labour’s welfare in the House, and 
for many years before laboured with their hands in mine or factory. 

, The thing was a dispute over a name, or rather over an emphasis. 
On the one side the emphasis was laid less on ‘ Labour ’ than on 
‘ party ’; on the other less on ‘ party ’ than on ‘ Labour.’ The two 
groups or sections were not in reality comparable. The Labour men 
on the Liberal side are convinced Radicals; w^ho speak at Liberal 
meetings and receive the Government whips, and who have no wish 
in any way to dissever themselves from the general body of the new 
majority. The Labour men on the Opposition side are, in the main. 
Socialists; who repudiate the Liberal whips, and are not allowed to 
support in public a Liberal candidate, many of whom have beetr fought 
by the local Liberals of their constituencies, and who desire above all 
things to emphasise their independence of both the historic parties. 

Within this party and without it, amongst the worldng men of the 
cities, especially the Trade Unionists, two forces are fighting for 
mastery, and the conflict furnishes the key to the frictioji of the. 
present situation. The one section desires to keep Labour repiesenta- 
tion as that of a class; the other desires to create a party wliich shall 
endorse a programme. The one is committed to the position that 
working men shall elect working men to the House of Commons. 
It desires miners to represent miners, postmen to elect postmen, 
engineers to stand for engineers. If this is not always practicable, it 
is at least anxious that the skilled artisan class as a whole shall be 
represented by skilled artisans. Liberals, Conservatives, Socialists, 
^nd med indifferent to politics will thus subscribe their united funds 
in order to send direct representatives of their own class into the 
House of Commons. There is no reason under this theory why these 
representatives should be of any one political complexion. A Labour 
leader fought as a Conservative at Oldhanl in a recent by-election, 
and most of the Unions might ultimately adopt the method of the 
National Union of Teachers and support working men of various 
parties in Parliament. 

The other section desires to create a party inspired by a definite 
political ideal and pressing forward a definite political programme. 
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The ideal is Collectivism; the political programme is reform leading 
towjjrds Collectivism. In order to avoid the present implication 
of the term ‘ Socialist,’ I might perhaps call them (in a hideous and 
barbaric phrase) ‘ Social Reformists.’ make a 

‘ Social Reformist ’ party. They are starting to-day with the support 
in finance and prestige of the Trade Unions, and they hope to keep the 
Unions with them. But they haves, no wish to confine their policy 
to questions which afiect Trade' Unionists or their membership 
to those who work with thci* hands. They would welcome recruits 
from all classes of society who will adopt the Social Reformist pro¬ 
gramme. They have with them the younger members of the Trade 
Union organisations; and the struggle to make a party out of the 
members of all and of none is to-day one of the most momentous 
struggles of modem politics. 

This is the secret of the incident last month which attracted 
for Mr. Richard Bell so much attention. There was a considerable 
amount of vituperation a'-d of personality; but the vituperation and 
Uie personality were not relevant to the general situatioar The 
thing was a fight between two principles. Mr. Bell appealed, in the 
name of his many conspicuous services to the railway men, against 
‘ Socialists,’ who, he claimed, were not working men at all, and 
even made large incomes as practical journalists. He asked his 
followers to support him against a party which might bring down the 
son of a lord to stand against one who had been a working guard on 
the railway. This was a clear enunciation of the class principle. 
The reply was the assertion that the railway men, as a whole, endorsed 
the ‘ Social Reformist ’ policy of Mr. Kcir Hardie’s party and sub¬ 
scribed to that party’s fimds ; and therefore that their paid repre¬ 
sentative should be a member of that party, or retire. There are 
thousands of Conservatives among the railway men ; and the situa¬ 
tion would have been essentially the same if Mr. Beil had appealed 
against the pressure of the new Labour party from a normally Con¬ 
servative instead of a normally Liberal record. The spectacle of 
one man fighting a crowd is always an exhilarating one ; and Mr. Bell 
has fought pluckily, if a little recklessly. But I doubt if, under such 
circumstances, the S 5 ^mpathy of Liberals with Mr. Bell would haj^^,e 
been so conspicuously maliifest as in the present instance. 

The issue of this internal Labour conflict no man can foresee. Ur 
will not be decided to-day or to-morrow. The difiiculties are enor¬ 
mous confronting the leaders who are trying fo create a new party of 
ideas. They have to convprt Liberal and Conservative Trade Unionists 
to an abandonment of their own parties and adherence to the party 
of the ‘Social Reformists.’ They have to convince Society outside 
of the sanity and practicability of their proposals. They have to 
break down a class prejudice which still thinks that navvies should 
be represented by a navvy, and the boilermakers by a practical engi- 
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neer. On the other hand, there are very remarkable signs of progress. 
That the Miners’ Federation, despite the opposition of all its olds and 
trusted leaders, should come within ten thousand votes of throwing 
over their advice and joining the Labour Eep'resentation Committee, 
is in itself significant evidence of change. The newer generation in 
all the miions are almost all on the side of the Independent Labour 
leaders. But the' prejudice in favour of class representation is still 
exceedingly strong ; and probably for some time to come the candi¬ 
dates of the Labour Representation Committee will be limited to 
those who, if not artisans and trade unionists, at least can claim to 
be within calculable distance of support on a weekly wage. 

The future of this struggle' would seem in part to depend upon 
the future of another and larger problem. This is the problem of 
the relationship between the Social Reformists and the Liberal party. 
Here once again there is a difficulty in terminology. The members 
of the liiberal party would probably refuse to the thirty members 
of the new organisation the exclusive title of ‘ Social Reformists.’ 
‘ Are iiwt we keen and eager,’ they would say, ‘ on all social reforms ? ’ 
‘ Are not the perorations of our speeches embroidered with periods 
concerning the betterment of the poor ? ’ ‘ Have we not consistently 

voted in every academic debate for large changes in the amelioration of 
the condition of the people ? ’ Here, as in the first instance, the question 
is one of emphasis. It would be quite easy to draw up two ])rogrammes, 
every item of which would be endorsed by both parties. But the. 
attitude of determination and choice in the realisation of these pro¬ 
grammes would make a profound chasm in actual political energies. 
The one might consist of these : the Education Bill, Tem])erance 
Reform, One Man One Vote, Reform of the House of Lords, Disestab¬ 
lishment of the Welsh C'hurch, Retrenchment on Naval and Military 
Expenditiire. And for the other we might have the following : Feeding 
of School Children, Oid Age Pensions, Graduation of Licome Tax, 
National Work for the Unemployed, Land Nationalisation. 

The difference of the three parties is this : that the official Liberal 
party would seem to be pushing forward the first whilst giving a 
general approval to the second ; the official Social Reformist party 
would push forward the second while giving a general approval to 
the firsts; and the official Tory party would strenuously resist both. 

' This difference of emphasis has been marked during the present 
session. It will become more marked in the immediate future. 

The present Government has spent the greater^ part of Govern¬ 
ment time in pushing forward its Education Bill through the House 
of Commons. The Social Reformists, had they been in power, would 
j)Tobably not have brought in an Education Bill at all. They openly 
llout the debate as a wrangle between rival religious sects which they 
regard with equal toleration and contempt. One item of that Bill 
involved the voting of an additional million a year of public money for 
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the advancement of education. A rough difference between the two 
points of view is given by the fact that the Liberal Government is 
devoting that million to the conversion of non-provided into provided 
schools. The Social Reformists prefer the ;^rovided to the unprovided 
schools; but they have other use for a million of money than this 
change, and undoubtedly would have used it firsl; for the feeding 
and physical welfare of the children if the poor. 

Again, on the question of retrenchment, a strong Radical wing 
of the new majority has pressed steadily, at times almost violently, 
for a large policy of reduction. They have desired reduction in the 
main for two reasons : the first because they object on principle to 
money spent on armaments, and would like to reduce armaments 
quite apart from the saving which such a reduction would invoh’^ ; 
the second because they wish to increase the spending power of the, 
people. They are appjillcd by a Budget of 150 millions, and honestly 
believe that the private citizens will spend their money better than 
the nation can spend it for them. 

The Social Reformists have been nothing like so anxious to reduce 
naval and military expenditure ; and those especially who represent 
dockyard and arsenal constituencies have shown no alacrity in pressing 
for such a policy. They are not convinced that money spent on 
armaments is any more wasted than money spent on other forms of 
public and ])rivate luxury. And they are not in the least seared 
by a Budget of 150 millions. They believe that on the whole money 
is spent better by the community than by individuals. Almost every 
item of their programme involves an increase in the national or munici¬ 
pal budget. Idiey are told in straight terms that the reforms they 
desire can only be promoted by money saved upon present extrava¬ 
gance. But, in face of the figures of the national income and its 
present distribution, they show little willingness to accept unchallenged 
such a dogma. 

The ])resent danger lies in the inevitable contests which must 
arise in jjractically every by-election in the great towns. Of this 
Cockermouth was an example, and the election but hardly avoided 
in Mid-Glamorgan. It would be absurd to demand that the new 
party should abandon such magnificent opportunities of propagandism* 
and political advertisement as by-elections can give. Moreover, in all 
the big cities there are sufficient of the rank and file, enthusiastic for 
their ideals, who would compel the leaders to press on a contest. It has 
been commonly accqpted that, in the event of certain constituencies 
becoming vacant last summer by Liberal elevations to the peerage, 
practically all would have been involved in such, three-cornered 
contests. 

. ‘ Nor, again, is there any possibility of a return to the old conditions 
wliich a certain section of moderate Liberals appears to desire—■ 
of a Labour party which shall be patronised and applauded and 
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allowed certain seats where the artisan vote is in a conspicuous majority, 
but which otherwise shall support with docility the official I«iberal 
candidates. We are destined to a long series of three-cornered by- 
elections in which, under present conditions, it is exceedingly likely 
that Conservatives will be returned by the votes of J;he minority of 
the electors. Such a development may cause anxiety and stimulate 
anger among those who considJjr the Conservative party as still the 
enemy. The reply of the Social Reformists is deliberate and un¬ 
answerable. By a tiny constitutional change, already overdue— 
the introduction of the second ballot into elections—the real desires 
of a majority can always be assured. So long as the dominant 
party refuses this change they arc open to the charge of trying to 
coerce men who would desire to vote Labour into voting Liberal, 
by the threat that otherwise a Tory will be returned. 

It is exceedingly difficult to prophesy whether this second ballot 
would tend to the advantage of Liberalism or of Labour. One 
of the leaders of the new party, Mr. Keir Hardie, has declared for it. 
Another, Mr. Ramsay Macdonald, has written against it. From 
the Jjabour point of view it would undoubtedly stimulate a very 
large number of three-cornered contests, with all the expense and 
weariness which such contests involve. On the other hand the idea 
that Labour would be ‘ dished ’ by such a change is completely 
chimerical. In the Cockermouth contest, for example, it is exceedingly 
doubtful whether with the second ballot Mr, Smillie would not have 
beaten Captain Guest. For a large number of working men appear 
to have voted for the latter, influenced by the argument that if they 
did not, the Tory, not the Labour man, would be returned. Nor 
can it be affirmed that the change might not benefit even the (.\in- 
servative party. If the spirit of the Master of Elibank and the kScottish 
Association is to be carried into the warfare in the constituencies, it 
is exceedingly probable that in many cases the feeling thus engendered 
would cause the minority Labour vote in the second ballot to be given, 
not to the Liberal, but to the Tory candidate. No party stands cer¬ 
tainly to gain. But, wflth the break-up of the two-jiarty system in 
England, the time calls for this immediate change if the democratic 
'■’nature of the English electoral system is to be preserved. 

VMiuperation and wild words are the least efficient way of meeting 
the situation. The leaders of the Independent Lalioiir jiarty, in their 
persistent and rather pionotonous attack on Liberalism, often tend to 
exasperate those who still believe the Liberal party to be a great pro¬ 
gressive asset in the country. I’hose who read the Ijihour Leader or 
the Clarion may be excused if they sometimes refuse to ‘ take it lying 
down,’ and hit back with some violence. But all such methods of 
widening the breach are entirely regrettable in face of the enormous , 
work which remains to be done* in England, and the still entrenched 
and puissant forces of the reaction. The true friends of progress 
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would appear to have been that minority in the Scottish Association 
which proposed, as an amendment to the motion of defiance, that the 
duty of the Liberal party is to continue its policy of social ameliora¬ 
tion. * ♦ 

Upon this policy depends its future development or decline. The 
discontent now being manifest is largely due to the fact that 
this work has been limited and impelled, and indeed can scarcely 
1)C said yet to have begun. In the present Parliament social reform 
has not got beyond its rhetoricarstage. One-sixth, perhaps one-fifth, 
of its life has passed without any definite Government measure being 
advanced dealing directly with those problems of poverty which are 
the vital questions before England of the twentieth century. 

The Government is passing an Education Bill. It is going to paK 
a Temperance Bill. These are middle-class measures for which 
working men as a whole care nothing at all. Its rural policy up 
till now consists of the adoption of a Land Tenure Bill which 
can only benefit the middle-class farmer, who is generally a Tory, 
bitterly opposed to small holdings, and the worst sweater of the agri¬ 
cultural labourer. It is i)assing a Workmen’s Compensation Bill which 
is a continuance and exjiansion of the Conservative measure of 1897. 
It is passing a Trade Disputes Bill Avhich is an attempt to put the 
trade unions back into the position in which they were placed by the 
Conservative Government of 1875. Eeither of these is anything 
more than an inevitable measure ; the price which any party would 
have had to pay for the support of the big towns ; which would have 
been passed by any party which had come into power after the general 
(dection. The failure of the Tories in the matter of trade disputes—a 
failure which the ablest of tlunn to-day bitterly regret—was not due 
to a disagreement of princij)le but to an absence of political sagacity. 
Mr. Chamlaulain and Mr. Balfour would have no determination to 
reluse what Mr. Disraeli had willingly granted. But ^he one was 
concerned with Tariff Keform and the other with the saving of tho 
I)arty from its ravages ; in some blind fashion the time drifted by 
without remedy; and at last they faced the election without know¬ 
ledge, and apparently without warning, that by their failure to reverse 
Tail' Vale every Conservative trade unionist had for the moment been* 
converted into a Radical or a Socialist voter. 

For the rest, a Committee appointed to consider the Feeding of 
School Children has issued a report which social, reformers will regard 
as timid arid mrsatisfactory. A Committee on the Graduation of the 
Income Tax will report next year. Those who care primarily for 
social progress have recognised the enormous difticultigs of the Liberal 
party, huddled into office without due preparation, and living, as it 
• were, from hand to mouth during the life of the new Parliament. 
They have been content to wait in hope of better things. They have 
waited—acquiescent—for a session. This coming year is going to be 
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a critical time in the history of present politics. The labourer in the 
country wants direct access to the land. The workman in the towns 
wants better houses; more leisure; a fairer chance for his children; 
some security agaihst unemployment and old age. I think that if the 
Liberal party fails to satisfy these demands it ynll dwindle and 
presently faU into impotence; as the Liberal parties on the Continent 
have dwindled and fallen into'jimpotence; because they failed rightly 
to interpret the signs of the time. 

€ 

Never was a situation more interesting; never, I should think, 
more uncertain. Elements which stand habitually outside the field 
of political enterprise have crashed into the,arena and upset the 
calculations of party management. It is impossible to foresee how 
far these elements will turn all awry the best-laid schemes of states¬ 
men and initiate a new epoch in the history of reform. With the 
internal strife in the ranks of Labour itself the outsider has no concern. 
He can but contemplate, with sympathy somewhat similar to that of 
the’European survey of the Kussian upheaval, a struggle in which 
any active intervention would be of exceedingly doubtful value. 
The majority of social reformers would probably welcome the triumph 
of principles rather than of class. They might indeed prefer the 
election of 150 bricklayers and one barrister to the House of Commons 
to that of 150 barristers and one bricklayer. But they arc not 
convinced that bricklaying provides any inherent faculty of training 
for political intelligence, or that such a choice would be any guarantee 
for the advancement of the reforms which they desire. 

On the other hand, those, within the Liberal party and outside it, 
who believe that human well-being can be increased at the present 
time by progress in a Collectivist direction, will not be deterred from 
acclaiming a par^ pledged to such developments by the fact that 
its far and' ultimate ideals would seem to be made of the stuff of 
dreams. 

Meantime the immediate future of Government belongs to the 
Liberal party. It is unlikely that, even if its leaders committed all the 
follies which some of their supporters appear to desire, they could 
'"hasten the formation of a Labour partjr strong enough within ten 
year^ or twenty to undertake the conduct of affairs. The alternative 
might appear to be such a fierce warfare between Liberalism and Labour 
as will allow Conservatism once again to triumph. But Conservatism 
since the election seems to have been sinking into an ever-deepening 
collapse. The Unionist party is not only divided about such lesser ques¬ 
tions as Tariff .Eeform and the Macdonnell Letters ; it has not yet 
made up its mind whether it is going forward as advocate or opponent 
of social progress. At the beginning of the session its leaders, especially 
Mr. Chamberlain, appeared to be making a deliberate overture to¬ 
wards a Conservative-Labour coalition. Some of the ablest of its 
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young members—more especially the brilliant editor of the Outhoh 
—have <been advocating the foundation of a Tory revival upon the 
lessons of Tory Democracy learnt by Lord Randolph Churchill from 
Mr. Disraeli. In the midst of a Liberalism ^iven over, so they held, 
to middle-class nations, eager to disestablish the Church or to deprive 
the poor man of his beer, they would elevate a party >yhich combines 
a high Imperialist doctrine with active*and resolute advance in large 
policies of Social Reform. On the other hand, the more orthodox 
exponents of the dejected Tory centre seem to see a hope of revival 
in a general scare of property-holders against Liberal and Labour 
combined. Instead of dividing the two^ they identify Sir Henry 
Campbell-Bannerman rfind his followers with the extreme utterances 
of the extreme left wing of the Socialist section. But all the parties 
are in the melting-pot, in this sudden revival of political vitality; 
in which, after a long pqfiod of sleep and silence, England has turned 
itself again to a resolute demand for change. 

I have little doubt that with this problem is largely bound jxp 
the future of Tariff Reform. Tariff Reform can only be killed if the 
present Government can find itself able to make large advances 
in the work of social betterment. At present that dim under-world 
of human acjtion in all the crowded cities which rarely becomes articu¬ 
late has been stirred as never before within the memory of man. It is 
quite true to say that the vote of last January was not in any degree 
a vote for revolutionary change, and that the Liberals then obtained 
assistance from quite a number of middle-class supporters who had 
swung round to them, for the first time for many years, from the 
Conservative ranks. But their greao and smashing successes were 
in the cities of Labour. At present, with their immense majority, 
they are committed to a gigantic ‘ straddle ’ to satisfy their extreme right 
while keeping their extreme left loyal. They will bf^compelled at last 
to choose between the offending some of their more Conservative sup¬ 
porters, or the disappointing of the desire for reform which they 
themselves have in part created amongst the labouring population. 
And the choice, when it comes, will decide their fate for a generation. 

The desires of the foiiorner classes have been immeasurably 
stimulated by the sight of tjic political destruction of Toryism and 
the enormous overturn of the last flection. After such a cataclysm 
it is impossible that politics can return to the old easygoing ways. 
Finance is the centre of the situation. The demand is awake for a 
life more considerate, intelligent, and free than the life which belongs 
to-day to the working man. *He believes he has a right to a larger 
share of the good things which life can give ; which-he tliiiiks life 
alone can give, as the vision of a world beyond vanishes from his 
horizon and he abandons the hope of rgdress in the future for all the 
present injustice. He is being told to-day that the things which he 
desires require money, and that it is impossible for the money to be 
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obtained. Frankly, lie does not believe it. He sees all around bim 
evidences of an almost incredible accumulation—opulence, comfort, 
and luxury such as the world has never before known. Every day 
he can learn of legWes df hundreds of thousands left by the successful 
to their descendants. Every week a millionaire /lies. Twenty or 
thirty of these, legacies would provide old age pensions for all. Statis¬ 
tics are endorsed by his leaders showing what unequal percentage of 
the national income goes into the hands of the few; or, for example, how 
during all the time of the war, while he suffered from unemployment, 
the accumulation of the income-tax payer steadily advanced to its 
present astonishing dimensions. At the same time he is being assured 
by the politician that there is no means of getting at this wealth for 
the common good. He is told that any extravagant hope of an income 
from taxation of land is inevitably doomed to failure ; that a graduated 
income-tax would be scarcely worth the trouble of collection ; that the 
country is already staggering under a burden of taxation greater 
tl^n it can bear. 

Meantime the Tariff Reformers are exhibiting to him a source 
from which, however doubtful in its origin, no one can do»ibt millions 
would pass into the public exchequer. The Free-trader informs him 
that this will only be taking from one hand what he is gaining in the 
other. But at least, he is thinking, it will take from the rich as well as 
from the poor ; so that on the whole the poor may be the gainer. 

This is the alternative which will be offered to the continuance of 
a Liberal party content with changes merely political and a practical 
acquiescence in present conditions. From such an alternative a 
Social Reformist party may come as a deliverance. Much of its future 
will depend on the economic changes which may be before the nation, 
and which are outside the volition of any statesman or party. Much 
will depend on,the ability, tenacity, and patience which may be 
revealed amongst the Labour leaders. Much depends on the policy 
which the Liberal party will pursue in the immediate days to come. 
Those who come first into politics with the determination to press for 
the realisation of great social reforms to which this new Labour party 
is committed, will contemplate with interest but with no anxiety 
the c^evelopment of its growing power. 

0. F. G. Mastrrman. 
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.1 LIBERAL'S PLI;A FOR COMPULSORY 

SERVICE 

‘The Fi'iio CoiiKurvativc leader, llei'r vou Kirehoff . . . dissented from Herr 
lliclit<'r’s ajiticipatiou tliat universal service would be adopted in Enf'lai^d. 
That country was ruled by tlio Htock F.xclin.nge, and so long as this was the 
ease there could bci no (jnestiou of universal service.’—Debate on the German* 
Navy Dill, March ‘20, lOOW. 

Though Mr. Haldane, in all liis recent speeches, has stcadilj^is; 
claimed any intention of compelling English citizens to qualify for 
the defence of their hearths and homes in case of necessity, he has 
made it easier for a Liberal to own himself as hearty an advocate 
of compulsory service as of compulsory taxation and compulsory 
education. Mr. Haldane, while nominally adhering to the doctrines 
of the Blue-Water School, recognises still, like a good business man, 
that the report of a Royal (Commission on the impossibility of invasion 
will liot necessarily secure us permanently and absolutely against 
unreasonable foreigners who may happen to know more of the theory 
and practice of war than of British Blue-books. He shows a laudable 
anxiety to make assurance doubly sure, if only in order to enable 
our fleet to do the real duty of a fleet in foreign waters, instead of 
hugging the home coasts to guard an otherwise Ihiserably defended 
country. He sees very clearly that we need, behind the enlisted 
regulars which we must always have for foreign service, a reserve of 
partially-trained men beyond c-omparison more numerous and more 
eflicient than any which we have had during the last three genera¬ 
tions : and he suggests that this reserve might be enlisted by voluntarvfc 
effort, organised by the colinty authorities, and trained strictly for 
local defence. ‘ We have got ail object-lesson,’ he adds, ‘ in the 
army of Switzerland’: but the Swiss army ‘has to be raised by con¬ 
scription,’ and for such an army as Mr. Haldane suggests ‘ anything 
like compulsion or conscription,’ he fears, ‘ will defeat its own pur¬ 
pose.’ Yet after dwelling on the obvious military advantages of a 
large reserve of partially-trained citizens available at any time for 
home defence, and affording a far more valuable recruiting-ground 
for the volunteer regular army than*our present imtrained popula¬ 
tion c.an afford, he points out that this is essentially as much a civic 
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as a military question : that hitherto (as he puts it), ‘ the army problem 
has been studied too much apart from its social and non-mjlitary 
aspects.’ It may be worth while, therefore, to comment from this 
latter point of view.on the suggested object-kssson of the Swiss army. 
Readers of this Review may be interested to see how the workings of 
the Swiss citizen-militia have struck an English civilian, who has done 
just enough of volunteering to concern him seriously with the question 
of national defence, but whose original interest in the Swiss army 
was rather social and historical. Twenty years ago, whilst touring 
as a student of mediaeval history and antiquities, I found my way 
to Lauffenburg, on the Upper Rhine, and saw by chance a muster 
of the local militia. I could iA)t help noticing their strong resemblance 
in many ways to our English volunteers, especially to the outward 
aspect of the earlier volunteers, whom I watched drilling as a child 
from 1865 onwards, when the ranks were crowded with bearded and 
wliiskered fathers of faraihes—lawyers, doctors, tradesmen and their 
employes—a little romid-shouldered and stiff in their movements, no 
doubly but carrying even into their volunteering something of the 
earnest of their daily bread work. What struck me next, however, 
was the obvious superiority of this Svriss mihtary training over that 
of any British volunteers. In the essentials of discipline and military 
efficiency, these men comi)ared with ours almost as a week-day class 
compares with a class at a Sunday school.' Nor did it even appear 
to the spectator that they lacked the bright crown of voluntary 
service. For in Switzerland, at any rate, the compulsory training 
in the elements of military science does not ‘ defeat its own purpose ’ 
by damping volunteer energies. On the contrary, just as our own 
compulsion in elementary education has enormously increased volun¬ 
tary reading in Great Britain—as the days of compulsory ])ractice 
with the longbow were also the days when Englishmen were })roudest 
to perfect themselves voluntarily in that difficult weapon—so these 
‘ conscripted ’ Swiss do more volunteer training, over and above their 
compulsory minimum, than all the voluntary training of modern 
England put together. The Swiss officer is practically a volunteer 
for a far harder and longer military service than that of his fellow- 
citizens, yet the Swiss officers form a larger proportion of the whole 
popuhtion than all our English volunteers put together—rank and 
file and officers. Again, the volunteer rifle-practice of Switzerland 
is still more disproportionate to that of England, even during these 
last few years. It is indeed strange that we English can so delude 
ourselves as to the attitude of all Continental nations towards com¬ 
pulsory service. Even in France and Germany, where the military 
burden is just foSr times as heavy as in Switzerland, and where the 

’ To give a single example: our own Volunteer Artillery, even in large towns, was 
armed with muzslc-loading cannon until four or live years ago ; the Swiss got rid of 
their mu/.zlc-loadei’b directly after the Franco-German war, thirty years earlier ! 
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subjection of the citizen-private to a professional caste of officers 
giv^ occasion for only too many abuses—even in France and Ger¬ 
many we may assure ourselves by one simple test that the nation 
as a whole approves t)f its compulsory, system: for even the less 
democratic of those two countries has practically manhood suffrage, 
yet no politicEfl party ever attempts to repeal the Service Laws. 
Even Socialist critics, hke Bcbel in Germany, and Favon at Geneva, 
admit the principle of compulsion, and would only shorten or modify 
the service. • 

But what interested me in those days was not so much the practical 
comparison of this force with our own volunteers, not so much even its 
social and political working, as its histbry. For, on enquiry, I found 
that this was simply the old mediajval militia, kept up from cenkury 
to century as a working machine. The modern Swiss rifleman is, 
therefore, in historical filiation, the brother of those British bowmen 
who, at Neville’s Cross, gained one of the most glorious victories 
in our annals, at a momcnL when the regular army was abroad for the 
campaign of Crccy. Moreover, just as that century and a half*from 
(’recy to Agincourt saw also a rapid increase in English civic and 
political liberties, witli a corresponding decrease in the liberties of 
non-conscripted France,- so also the Swiss, in spite of their compulsory 
system of home defence, are the freest nation, and perhaps the most 
prosperous, in Continental Europe. It is difficult to explain away 
these two facts. History lends no countenance to the popular British 
belief that compulsory service, any more than compulsory education, 
is prejudicial to real freedom. That there is much in the modern 
German army inconsistent with the claims of modern democracy 
nobody would deny, and least of all perhaps those who most stoutly 
uphold t})e existing conditions. But these illiberal tendencies are 
mere local accidents, easily separable from the essential principle 
of universal service. The Swiss system, so fftr froili being anti¬ 
democratic, is at least as popular in its essence and in its working 
as any institution of modern England. I must pause here to explain 
this difference between the Swiss and other ‘ conscripted ’ armies, for 
it is radical—so radical, in fact, that the Socialist party in France 
and in Germany contends nowadays, not for the abohtion of con?- 
pulsory service, but simply for its remodelling on the Swiss system. 

The difference is briefly this ; Switzerland is the only country * 
whose officers, as well as her privates, are citizens first and soldiers 
afterwards. In France and Germany the ordinary citizen serves 
simply as a private. The. whole commanding force of the army is 
vested in a professional military caste, whose interests have more 

- The obligation of manhood service, though nominally in force nearly everywhere 
in the Middle Ages, was in fact comnionlji commuted in medimval France, as in 
modern England, for a war-tax. See S. Luce, Du Gucsclin, p. 132. For our growth 
in liberties during this period see Green, English Town Lift’, vol. i. pp. 20 29. 
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than once clashed violently with those of the nation at large. During 
a cosmopolitan social gathering at Heidelberg, in the days when 
England was still popular in Germany for her recent help and sym¬ 
pathy during the Ffanco-Prussian war, a young Englishman gave 
the toast of ‘ The German Army,’ as a compliment to the many officers 
present. He innocently expressed the very natural hope that Germany, 
having rea 2 )ed her full harvest of la^urcls and secured her high European 
position, might enjoy a long period of peace and prosperity. His 
words roused a good-natured uproar, and shouts of ‘ No ! War ! War ! ’ 
came from every part of the hall. The civilians shrugged their 
shoulders with a faint smile, but the officers’ cry was spontaneous 
and natural. This is the kind of incident which goes far to explain 
such a book as M. Urbain Gohier’s VArmfe contre la Nation. But 
such an incident would have been even more impossible in Switzerland 
ttan in our own country. Apart from a permanent professional staff 
of about 300 men, every Swiss officer earns his living by some ordinary 
civic employment. He receives military pay only for the few weeks 
whicfiltie actually spends on service, and that pay scarcely ever amounts 
to anything like an adequate commercial compensation for his loss of 
time. Tie must begin by serving in the ranks, and earn his promotion 
by merit alone. The system is decentralised as much as possible ; 
many of the details are left to the local authorities. In short, tlie 
Swiss army is only one aspect of the Swiss nation, and it would be 
difficult to name any English institution which commands more loyal 
allegiance than this from all parties in the State. Let me try to bring 
this home to the reader by quoting the evidence which I collected 
six years ago, in order to corroborate or correct the impression I had 
already formed by frequent enquiries from fellow-travellers and 
similar chance acquaintances.'* In that year, 1900, in which it was 
first realised by Englishmen at large that some reform in our army 
system was necessary, I took a journey to Switzerland for the purpose 
of collecting evidence on the army, more especially from the civilian’s 
point of view. Armed with one or two valuable introductions, 1 
was able to procure a series of thoroughly representative interviews. 
The gentlemen who thus kindly gave me information were a member 
of'the National Council (who is also the leader of the National Radical 
party, aild whom we in England should call almost a SociaUst), the 
official Labour Secretary,'^ four colonels,a major-instructor, four 

“ The evidence here given, with much more bearing on the constitution and 
working of the Swiss militia, may be read in a jiamphlet Of fifty pages entitled 
A Stnyng Army in a Free State (Sunpkin, Marshall & Co., Is. net). 

* The Labour Secretary is an intermediary between the working classes and the 
Government. The latter supplies him with a salary, an office, and a stall; but he is 
elected entirely by the votes of his fellow-labourers, and his functions are purely 
economical and non-political. 

Except that one general is elected in time of war, there is no higher rank than 
colonel in the Swiss army. 



1906 


COMPULSOEY SERVICE 


723 


clergymen (two of whom were university professors and three chap¬ 
lains in the army), two other university professors, the editors of a 
Coilservative and of a Social-Democratic newspaper, two bankers, 
two other gentlemen engaged in commerce, and the head-master of a^ 
private school. Five of these twenty gentlemen were also captains 
or lieutenanta,in different branches of the army. They represented, 
as the list itself will suggest, the most varied shades qf political opinion ; 
and most of them were kind enough to revise the proofs of the follow¬ 
ing lines, in which I summarn?e my enquiries and their answers : 

I. It is sometimes feared in England that even the most modified form of 
compulsory service might contain dangerous germs of militarism. Does the 
experience of Switzerland give tlie least co\jntenanoo to these fears ? 

None whatever.* The misgivings expressed in our two Chambers by those 
who opposed the new Constitution of 1874 were roused not by the principle of 
compulsion, whicl) the nation has always~iiec(’pt(‘d, but by a cantonal distrust 
of the proposed centralisation. It is probable that such fears, even then, 
rather assumed for party purposes: but in any case the twenty-six years’ 
experience of a more strongly organised army has given them the direct lie.' 

II. Can it be said that there is even the nucleus of a party which would 
dare to make tJie aboliiiion of compulsory service one of its wntchworiJaT 

A practically unanimous No, as emjihatic from Social Democrats as from 
Conservatives. At Zurich, perhaps the most Radical town in Switzerland, I 
heard no qualification of this denial ; only in the most popiilous parts of 
French Switzerland I heard of a certain opposition on extreme Socialist lines, 
starting from the thesis tluit all war is immoral, and working mainly by an 
appeal for a reduction of national expenses. The Radical leader wrote to me, 

‘ We ai’c all supporters of the principle of compulsory service, but we do not all 
agree on the details of its application.’ Shortly afterwards, in a debate on the 
IVlditary Rudget, the Socialist leader who moved a reduction of expenses expressly 
disclaimed any attack on the principle of conqmlsory service. 

III. Is there the least cause to fear an increase of Jingoi.sm or Chauvinism 
as the result of training a whole nation in the use of arms ? 

On the contrary, experience tenches us that a citizen army, officered by 
citizens, is the best safeguard against Jingoism.'^ 

IV. Does the Swiss system sciiously trammel trad<^aud ijidustry ? 

The burden which it throws upon the nation is cheerfully borne for the sake 
of the results obtained. The Labour party thoroughly^ accepts the principle of 
compulsion, while employers say that, on the whole, it makes their men more 
intelligent workers; and all point to the plain fact that Switzerland is quite in 
the front rank of the world’s commerce and industry. There are, of course, 
hard cases sometimes, but these are quite exceptional, and the Labour Secretary 
assured me emphatically that it was in no sense a national grievance. * 

V. What is the physical effect of the ser\ico on the people? 

So excellent that, if for any eoneeivablo reason the military system shonffil 
be abolished, it would be necessary to invent something to take its place as an 
instrument of national physical education. 

Vr, What is thwmoral elToct of this short course of barra-ck and camp life ? 

* It is instructive to find the German Socialist Rebel {Nicl^ Stchoula User, p. CO) 
claiming that the Swiss system ‘ would make coups d’etat impossible ’ if introduced 
into Germany. In English history the ‘ conscripted ’ militia was looked upon as a 
national protection against the disorderly tendencies of feudal or mercenary forces. 

’ Bo also argues the Socialist Rebel, p. BO. 
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On the whole, excellent also. The great majority of parents have no 
anxieties about barrack life, beyond those inseparable from the age of the 
recruits (twenty) and their first entrance into the world; while the discipline is 
universally recognised as an important factor in the formation of character. 
'The Swiss ai’e agreed, without distinction of party, that-the healthy camaraderie 
engendered by the service is a most valuable factor in the national education. 
Nearly all my informants were parents whose sons wore or been in the 
army; and such regrets as I heard wore from those who had had a son 
rejected. Several said outright that, quite apart from military reasons, they 
would gladly send their sons to the barracks, simply as a healthy introduction 
to the school of life. 

VII. Is there any fear lest this discipline should weaken the individual’s 
independence of character, and tend to reduce him to a machine ? 

On the contrary, with its practical experience of life, it tends rather to make 
him more resourceful and more self-reliant. Quite incidentally, and in reply to 
another question, one gentleman drew between the mechanical obedience of a 
German clerk and the more independent ways of a native clerk very much the 
same distinction which would be drawn by the English business man. It is 
difficult to speak too strongly of the liberal-minded common sonso with which 
the Swiss army laws are worked. 

VIII. Has it any tendency to weary the citizen, and to disgust him with 
things iuriitary ? 

Its general tendency is very strongly the other way. There are few national 
institutions which, on the whole, command more enthusiasm and affection 
than the army. 

I need add no direct comment on these answers, representing 
as they do the unanimous accord of twenty citizens who had scarcely 
anything in common except wide experience, high literary or business 
qualities, and love of their country. But I should like to urge one 
or two considerations to confirm the idea left by this Swiss experi¬ 
ence, that, of all English political parties, the Liberals have least 
reason to fear compulsory manhood service. Nothing could be 
more destructive of true Liberalism than that the whole,political 
power of our nation should be vested in a population scantily educated, 
even in the narrowest sense of the word, eager at every point to claim 
civic privileges, and unfamiliar with the idea of civic responsibilities. 
Yet, at present, the ordinary British voter pays no direct taxes, 
and has no direct reminder of his civic duties after he has completed 
his brief school course—in which, by-the-by, he alone of all civilised 
schoolboys is never systematically taught what the Fatherland has 
done for Wm, and what are his reciprocal duties towards his country. 
As Liberals, we are living on our capital—on the impetus of organised 
patriotic efforts called out by past times of peril, but well nigh for¬ 
gotten now after a century of almost unexampled peace and worldly 
ease. We are no longer the one free parliamentary nation, in contrast 
to the mediaeval absolutism of other great Powers. On the contrary, 
we are rapidly distancing all other European countries in the develop¬ 
ment of those characteristics which ripened ancient Rome for despotism 
—cheap com, a growing claim for State sustenance of the individual 
worker, with a parallel tendency to forget the old citizen-responsibility 
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for home defence, and to trust hired soldiers, native or foreign, with 
out whole military fortunes. This is why the Swiss system is such an 
important object-lesson to everyone who feels the responsibilities as, 
well as the privileges of democracy. * 

It would d?© difficult to exaggerate the social value of this Swiss 
system which compels all classes to serve together in the ranks, and 
insists on promotion by merit only. Even here, of course, quite 
apart from heredity, the better educated and better fed classes have 
a definite advantage; but very many working men do in fact fight 
their way to the front. The promotion of such men, besides being a 
standing testimonial to their manlijiess, is almost always directly 
profitable to them in their civil occupations also ; in the case of more 
than one citizen, his brief military service has laid the foundation of 
his future success. There can be no better lesson for a rich §.nd 
idle boy than to see the son of a labouring man set over him in real 
earnest. On the other hand, the fact that the sons of the upper classes 
do on an average show a decided superiority even under thes^ fresh 
conditions, goes far to reconcile the working man to social inequalities 
which he sees so clearly to be the product of other forces than mere 
chance. Next to the abomination of tyranny, there can scarcely 
be a more fatal spirit than that other extreme, when the long-oppressed 
working man suddenly convinces himself that he possesses all the 
natural qualities of the rich man, if only he can manage to strip the 
latter of his 2)urely accidental possessions. 

Moreover, this army problem is very intimately comiected with 
the educational question. While we boast in England that a tiny 
fraction of our citizens enjoy the best schooling in the world, we have 
hitherto allowed the enormous majority to muddle on, not only under 
far inferior class-teaching to that of their foreign compeers, but with 
far less provision for their training in physique ftr character. That is, 
we have persistently neglected, in spite of the example of other great 
States, to equip ninety-nine hundredths of our citizens with that very 
training on which we pride ourselves perhaps unduly for the remaining 
himdredth. It is only during the last year or two that we have even 
begun to remedy this neglect; and now nothing would do so much to 
help this reform as a bu^ness-like and thoroughly democratic organisa¬ 
tion for home defence. Nobody who studies the Swiss system c^n 
fail to see that it affords to the masses a great deal of that training 
in physique and character which our English public schools afford 
to the classes only. The relation between officers and men is very 
much of that elder-brotfier type which obtains between public school 
masters and boys, and there is much the same open career for personal 
distinction, independently of birth and rank. At the present moment, 
there is in many ways less personal intercourse between our rich and 
poor than at any period of our past history; and there could be no 
healthier way of bringing them together than this compulsion to bear 
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an obvious national duty side by side during three or four months of 
their early manhood. ** 

I Indeed, apart fronj a sort of fatalistic con.viction that this duty 
which comes so easily to foreigners is impossible to us, the stock 
arguments against universal service in England seem *110 rest almost 
entirely on insular prejudice and^ ignorance. It is branded as un- 
English ; yet it was in fact one of the mainstays of the English Con¬ 
stitution during the two decisive centjiries in which English Par¬ 
liamentary institutions were formed and fixed, and the English 
character took its pt'culiar national form. Even Trafalgar and 
Waterloo, as has been pointed < out again and again, were won to a 
great extent by ‘ conscripted ’ men. Again, uriiversal service is 
popuiarly supposed to be a badge of tyranny, while in fact it rests 
on.the most democratic principles ; it is clung to with pride by the most 
democratic country in Europe; and, even in Hussia, Germany or 
Austria, it marks a stage of civilisation far more democratic than that 
of lOQ years ago, when those countries relied almost entirely on hired 
professional soldiers. We boast that the idea of manhood-service for 
home defence is incompatible with British freedom, whereas our 
foreign critics, even the most friendly, can seldom see any real obstacle 
but British conservatism and indolence. Those of us who have friends 
in France or Germany know that most foreigners share more or less 
strongly the view of the German statesman which 1 have taken for 
my motto. They cannot sec with our eyes, or find a token of our 
exceeding magnanimity in the fact that not one in ten of our able- 
bodied citizens goes through even the hollowest form of qualifying to 
defend his own home. On the contrary, it seems to them a proof 
of our selfishness and our subjection to the Stock Exchange. , 

At the same time, there is no denying the existence of a wide¬ 
spread prejudice, amengst us ; and it is difficult to over-estimate the 
vis inerticB of British Conservatism, even among those who would be 
least willing to claim that party name. But the essence of true 
Liberalism is an open mind ; and I venture to plead earnestly with 
my fellow Liberals for a serious consideration of this vital question. 
After all, our present compulsory school system was once violently 
combated on the ground that it would be destructive of British free¬ 
dom. In'this connexion, the growing, number of thoughtful men who 
welcome the idea of universal service, even more for its social than for 
its military consequences', may take heart from the following words of 
no less uncompromising a Liberal than John Richafd Green {Letters, 
p. 171) : 

Tlic present system ot education has done much— yes, but it has done all 
that it can do. No mere quarrels about conscience-clauses can touch that 
matter. Nothing can touch it but a general system of compulsory national 
education, supported by a national rate. I wish people could see the waste of 
the present system, half a dozen schools, British, National, Private, where one 
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good large school would 8ul3Bco at one-third of the total expense, at double the 
present results. But what chance is there of such a change? Just none 
whatever. 

Three years after these despairing words werQ written, the principle . 
of compulsory education was accepted; and we have spent the last 
thirty years‘I'amenting that we did not accept it two generations 
earlier. . • 

G. G. COULTON. 

P.S.—It may be well to point out how far this question has 
developed even during the past few weeks. 

(1) Mr. Haldane, while still shrin^pg from the logical conclusion 
of his words, speaks again very strongly of the ‘ obligation of National 
Defence ’; assures us ‘ unless your Army is based on the people it 
will be, according to modern war standards, a weak army ’; ajid 
contends emphatically that universal service, instead of spelling 
‘ mihtarism,’ has ‘ a steady and sobering influence on the nation.’ 
(Speeches of the 14th and 28th of September.) 

(2) The Spectator, after fighting steadily during many years for 
a volunteer solution of the Army question, has at last been frankly 
converted to some sort of universal service by the splendid success 
of Colonel Pollock’s experimental six months’ course with a raw 
militia company. (Leading article of the Loth of September.) 

(.3) Mr. Keir Hardie’s recent denunciation of compulsory service 
in the name of ‘ the democracies abroad,’ has elicited an exposure 
of this stale fallacy from several correspondents in the Times (notably 
the 24th, 25th, and 2r»th of September). Dr. Shadwell points out that 
the system which Mr. Keir Hardie denounces is on the contrary 
warmly advocated by the German Social Democrats ; he is emphati¬ 
cally corroborated next day by the London correspondent of the 
official Social-Democratic Vorwurts ; aiid Mr. G.^JF. S|jee follows with 
similar quotations from Mr. H. Quclch’s pamphlet. Social Democracy 
and the Armed Nation, published by the English Social Democratic 
Federation. Mr. Keir Hardie has (I believe) made no attempt to 
defend his misstatement: and this jelix error has already done much 
to warn thinking men against the hichdiound Conservatism which 
too often pas.scs for Lib(yalisn\, as Radicalism may also masquerad'^ 
under so-called Conservative proposals. , 
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The public mind has been unsettled and some anxiety has been 
occasioned by recent naval events. Following ‘upon the loss of 
the Ibattleship Montagu off Lundy Island, came the Government’s 
decision to cut down the programme of shipbuilding, and recently 
rumours have been current as to an intention to" reduce the striking 
power of the fleet by withdrawing ships from commission and to cast 
on thte•scrap-heap a number of battleships. 

It is an unfortunate result of the party system of government 
that even questions of defence are not always considered dispas¬ 
sionately on their merits. The sufficiency and efficiency of tlic British 
fleet is a matter outside the sphere of political strife. It should 
be the creed of the nation that the fleet must in no circumstances be 
sacrificed to the exigencies of party. This is a two-edged sword. 
It cuts resolutely on the one hand at those in power who would starve 
the fleet in order to serve the interests of their party and render 
a popular Budget possible, and on the other it disarms those in oppo¬ 
sition who would ‘ engineer ’ or encourage a naval panic by a mis¬ 
representation or suppress’on of essential factors in i.lie situation, 
in order to gain popularity in the constituencies. The admission 
that the Navy'is aDbve f>arty should silence politicians who would 
rouse party feeling against a naval administration, because for the 
time being the Board of Admiralty is associated with a Government 
whose general pohey does not arouse their sympathy. The Board of 
Admiralty is a collective body partly civil and partly naval, and it 
knows no politics ; the present Board, with a Liberal Cabinet in 
office, is^ppointing Lord Charles Beresford, a Tory and a former Tory 
M.P., to the most coveted appointment in its gift—the command of 
the Channel fleet. The expert character of the Board does not vary 
when a change of Government occurs. It thus happens that the 
naval advisers of the present Government afe the same as those who 
served the late Cabinet, with so much advantage to the Empire. 
In the face of this continuity in the personnel of the Board of Admiralty 
the nation may reasonably expect continuity of policy, on which the 
efficiency of a warhke weapon, the product of gradual, patient de¬ 
velopment, must depend. 
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In a country wliich is ruled on the party system it is admittedly 
difficult for those who are in opposition to view the administration 
of any department of the State without bias. Events have shown 
that it is not impossible.* Successive Unioryst Governments under the 
premiership of Lord Salisbury and Mr. Arthur Balfour were practically 
responsible for the creation of the fleet as it exists to-day ; now 
the fort,une of the polls has placed, them in Oppdsition. During 
the ten years when under Unionist control the Navy Estimates leapt 
up from year to year owing to unavoidable causes, the Government 
received loyal support from Mr. Haldane, Mr. Asquith, Sir Edward 
Grey, Mr. John Burns, all now Cabinet Ministers, and from Lord 
Rosebery, Sir Charles Dilke and others of the most enlightened members 
of the Liberal party. Now that those who were in Opposition have 
returned to power, the least that the Unionist party can do is to 
accord to them the same measure of support—in fact imitate thd 
generosity of their opponents. The Government is on its trial, let 
the trial be fair. 

The public, who arc necessarily ignorant, to a great extemt,* of 
the h'story of naval policy and the intricacies of naval armaments, 
may well seek for some guiding rule, free from the bias of party, by 
wh e.h they may judge whether the provision for the fleet which is 
ma<le from time to time is adequate for the necessities of the Empire. 
The standard by which naval policy should be judged may be sum¬ 
marised briefly :— 

(1) The Two-Power standard must he, mahUained •, in other words, 
the strength tif the British fleet must be as great as that of the ne.vt 
two most considerable fleets in Europe, with a margin over for contin¬ 
gencies. Frf)m year to year an adequate number of ships must bo 
built so as to ensure that the strength of the fleet shall not fall below 
the standard of absolute safety as old ships become obsolete. But 
this does not necessarily mean that in each financial'^ar ttie Admiralty 
shall lay down as many ships as for instance Germany and France, 
becau.se the work of construction in this country is carried on far 
more swiftly than in France and a good deal more swiftly than in 
Germany, and consequently the ships winch are begun for the British 
Navy are completed and at sea at an earlier date. We have fewer shipa 
in an unfinished state, consequently, and the British people have the 
satisfaction of knowing that they have less capital lying idle in the 
ship yards, while at the same time the men-of-war on which their 
defence depends are always of more modern types than those under 
foreign flags. 

(2) The war efficdencij of the feet must not he sacrifierd .—We may 
have a huge fleet, but unless it is manned by experienced and trained 

, officers and by well-drilled crews of high morale it will prove a decep¬ 
tion and a snare in the day of crisis! In the late war Russia had 
ships in plenty, but she had not a fighting fleet. A war edge can 
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be put to a Navy only by frequent practice at sea—this means a 
heavy bill for the payment of the officers and men, and for the pro¬ 
vision of coal, ammunition, and stores. 

If measured by this standard can the public still repose its con¬ 
fidence in the Admiralty and in the Cabinet which controls the National 
purse ? 

The present Grovemment in July last announced that it had decided 
not to begin one of the battleshif)S, three of the ocean-going destroyers, 
and four of the submarines included in the shipbuilding programme 
for the current financial year. This will result in a saving of two and 
a half millions spread over three years. The original proposals were 
submitted to the House of Commons in March last with the proviso 
that towards the end of the autumn they would be revised with a 
view to reductions if events justified such a course. This reduction 
has been represented in some quarters as a betrayal of the highest 
national interests, and the naval advisers on the Board of Admiralty 
have been roundly denounced for their weakness in giving way to those 
politicians who in the cause of economy are willing to risk even the 
essential supremacy of the British fleet. The naval officers on the 
Board have been told that they have thereby lost the confidence of 
the country and of the naval service. 

From the comments on the revised naval programme it might be 
supposed that the Sea Lords had committed an act without parallel. 
As a matter of fact this change in the shipbuilding programme does 
not stand alone, but when the Board of Admiralty varied its programme 
before it happened that a Government of a different complexion was in 
power, and it forgot—or at least omitted—to inform Parliament that it 
had been foimd unnecessary to construct some of the ships specified 
when the year’s estimates were submitted. For party purposes, in 
order to placate the ‘ economy-at-any-price ’ wing of the Liberal 
party—who are'^a serious menace to the maintenance of the 
fleet—and to show them the earnestness of the Cabinet’s desire 
for retrenchment, the Government of to-day took the House of 
Commons into its confidence and thereby has brought on itself, 
and on the Sea Lords in particular, the reproaches of a section of the 
^’ress. 

On what previous occasion, it may be asked, did the Board of 
Admitelty reduce the shipbuilding programme deliberately presented 
to Parliament in the spring ? In order to make the incidents clear, 
it must be explained that the significance in a shipbuilding programme 
of an armoured cruiser and a battleship is not dislsimilar. Both, even 
in these days of colossal battleships, cost the same. The difference 
in fighting valud between the two types is so inconsiderable as to be 
hardly recognisable. In the battleship a certain measure of speed is 
sacrificed to obtain great gun power and a high standard of armour pro¬ 
tection. in the armoured cruiser the armour and armament are some- 
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what lighter, and the weight thus saved is devoted to more powerful 
engined. A King Edward VII., a recent battleship, represents an outlay 
of 1,473,243?., and a.ShaiW'On, a contemporary arn\oured cruiser, costs 
1,424,21CZ. Again, a Dreadnought, the latest and biggest type of 
battleship, cannot be built even in England for less than 1,797,477?., 
and an Invincible, the most recently designed and colossal armoured 
cruiser, runs into 1,736,645?. These figures are official, as set down 
in the N avy Estimates, and incljidc guns. It will be seen that in the 
eyes of the economist it matters not whether the Admiralty abandon 
the building of a Shannon or a King Edward VII. of 1904 or 1905, or 
a Dreadnought or an Invincible of 1906, since in the case of each type 
the saving of cxpensi? is virtually the same. Now it happens that in 
the autumn of 1904, under the late Government, a Shannon, a mdfet 
powerful armoured cruiser, was dropped out of the programme which. 
Parliament had approved in the early summer, and not only was the 
intention to construct this vessel abandoned, but no fewer than 
fourteen torpedo-boat destroyers were also not ordered. The Ci^JdQfst 
regarded the matter so lightly that Parliament was not informed at 
the time, and no clamour was raised even when the secret was 
revealed. Again last year the late Government, after announcing 
in the spring on the authority of the Admiralty one programme as 
desirable, determined in the autumn not to build one of the armoured 
cruisers of the Invincible type. Once more nothing was said at the 
time to Parliament; the tact leaked out unofficially and then was 
confessed publicly without shame. By this decision in the two 
financial years ending the 31 st of March, 1906, the late Government 
effected an economy of upwards of three and a half millions sterling, 
and no rejn oach was hurled at it, and the Sea Lords were not held up 
to reprobation. Now that the present Government has made reduc¬ 
tions in this year’s programme representing two a half millions 
only spread over three years—or 4.1 millions including the reduction 
in next }'ear’s programme already announced—his Majesty’s Ministers 
arc held to have betrayed their trust, and the Sea Lords are no longer 
worthy of the confidence of the country, because they have made 
‘ an abject surrender.’ The confusion of ideas arises solely from the 
bias of party feeling which leads many Radicals to charge the Tories 
with supporting ‘ bloated armaments ’ and Tories to suggest that the . 
Liberals are guilty of conniving at ‘ the undoing of the Empire.’ 

The changes of naval policy in these three'years are capable of 
justification, but bedause the facts are concerned with foreign Powers 
it has been considered lacking in tact and injurious to our relations 
abroad for representatives of the Government to filaborate offici¬ 
ally the position in the House of Commons. In 1904 and 1905 
the elimination of two armoured cruisers and fourteen destroyers, 
representing a saving of three and a half millions, was caused neither 
by Treasury pressure nor by any desire on the part of Mr. Balfour 
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and his colleagues to effect an unwise economy. The change 
was due solely to two events : first, the Russian disasters off Port 
Arthur, and secondly the dfhdcle of Admiral Rojdesventsky’s fleet in 
the Straits of Tsushima—in short the practical annihilation of the 
Russian fleet. In calculating the requisite strength of the British 
fleet, the Admiralty had, for years past, compared it with the fleets of 
France and Russia, two Powers in close alliance and both at the time 
in violent antagonism to this country. On the basis of these calcula¬ 
tions the British building programmes for the previous decade and a 
half had been consistently framed. It was reasonable, therefore, 
that in 1904 and 1905, as the Russian fleet was swept off the seas, the 
Admiralty should re^nse their requirements. 

Last autumn, when the estimates were considered, a new basis had 
to be sought for 1906-7. With the disappearance of the Russian 
fleet, the next two most formidable navies-remaining were those 
of France and Germany.' There was well-authenticated information 
as to the rapid steps both nations intended to take to build new 
ships of types much more powerful than had been contemplated 
before. At the same time the Russian Admiralty allowed it to 
be known that the task of rebuilding the Russian navy would be 
taken in hand at once, and pushed on with all haste, the assistance of 
foreign firms being freely sought, as had been the case when the Port 
Arthur fleet was created with the aid of Gennan, French, and American 
designers, gun makers, armour manufacturers, and shipbuilders. 
As the months passed it became evident that none of these anticipa¬ 
tions would be immediately realised. Owing to the sensational 
features attributed to the British Dreadnought, foreign designers of 
ships determined to proceed warily, and at length decided to wait 
until the Dreadnought had undergone her trials before embarking 
on what after -*J1 will be as nearly faithful copies as can be con¬ 
trived of a vessel which marks an entirely new departure in naval 
construction. The year is drawing to a close, and French and 
German and Russian constructors are still anxiously waiting, though 
the Dreadnought has been completed. The important factor in the 
situation is that not a single battleship has been laid down in Europe 
since October last. This is a notable fact, 

\)wing to these circumstances,, the Admiralty determined that they 
could postpone some of the new construction. It is bad policy on 


‘ In the House of Commons, on .July 27, the riime,Minister said: ‘I do not 
object to a Two-Power standard as a rough guide,’ but a standard based on French 
and German shipbuilding ‘ is a Two-Power standard of almost a preposterous kind.’ 
Nevertheless it is apparently the standard of the Admiralty, and so long as this is 
the case, the pious personal opinion of the Prime Minister, spoken evidently without 
■serious consideration, does not seriously matter. When this essential ‘rough guide, 
based on the French and German fleets, is definitely abandoned, then it will be time 
for the nation to act decisively. Presumably the Cabinet and the Admiralty would 
have to endorse such a dangerous change of policy. 
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national grounds to spend money in creating a navy of unnecessary 
strength. In the first place the standard of taxation in the United 
Kingdoha is still on a war scale, and national credit is lower than it has 
been for many years. 'VV'hile it is true that adequate armaments 
are essential to national credit, any expenditure above the margin 
of safety is waste. High national credit is as much an instrument 
of war as battleships, cruisers, and torpedo craft, because an im¬ 
poverished country cannot stand the strain of hostilities. In time of 
peace every opportunity consistent with safety must be seized for 
cutting down unnecessary expenditure, and lifting the weight of 
taxation off the nation. Otherwise when war occurs there will be no 
financial margin to enable the country tej bear the enormous cost of 
war, as money for warlike operations will have to be raised on terms 
of a character so arbitrary as to take the heart out of the nation ^ 
the very moment when it needs all its courage, resolution, and deter- . 
raination. In the second place men-of-war rapidly become obsolete, 
like industrial machinery. Science in its application to armaments is 
continually perfecting the means of offence and defence, and as jnj- 
provenients are effected so existing weapons pass to the scrap-heap. 
This process is always in progress, and never more so than to-day. It 
is mistaken policy, therefore, to lay out more capital than is essential 
to absolute safety in any one year, because it follows that the more 
money is spent on ships of the 1900 period, the less money the nation 
will have, or at least will be inclined, to spend on the more perfectly 
developed fighting machines of 1909 or 1910. Extravagance on naval 
armaments is not only not synonymous with efficiency and strength, 
but has a distinct tendency to inefficiency, is economically unsound, 
and tends to destroy the national credit and thus rob the country of 
its reserve of financial strength which is essential for the prosecution 
of a successful and it may be long campaign. An England exhausted 
financially within a short time of the breaking out w{|r will be an 
England defeated. 

On three occasions in the past ten years supplementary ship¬ 
building proposals were, introduced in answer to the projects of 
one rival Power—Kussia, and in three years, owing mainly to the 
disappearance of the Russian Navy, the Admiralty’s demands were 
reduced. Those who view Ijie continued invincibility of the British* 
fleet as the prime factor in the welfare of the Empire should welcome 
this elasticity in the shipbuilding vote. The Admiralty frame 
their estimates in the autumn of one year t)n the probabilities 
of the next twelve mbnths, and these proposals are submitted to the 
House of Commons in the spring. The Admiralty proceeds with its 
preparation of designs, &c., on the basis of this programme, but at the 
same time an observant eye is kept by our attaches on the projects 
of foreign Powers and on the progress they are maldng with their 
ships. Week by week the Admiralty knows exactly what is occurring 
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abroad, and it has become the practice to postpone the discussion of 
the shipbuilding vote in the House of Commons until late in the 
Session. If by this time nothing has happened to upset the Board’s 
anticipations, framed nearly twelve months before, no change is 
recommended. If, on the other hand, rivals have taken steps which 
are held to threaten our supremacy, supplementary^shipbuilding pro¬ 
posals are introduced; and similarly if foreign Powers have not made 
the progress anticipated, or events favourable to Britain’s supreme 
naval position have occurred, the Admiralty is morally bound to revise 
and reduce their programme. If the wisdom of the former course of 
action is admitted, it is impossible to deny the wisdom of the latter. 

Naval enthusiasts are apt to demand ‘ more ships, more ships,’ 
on every possible excuse, and thereby the Admiralty, did it listen to 
these plaints, would run the risk of wearying the nation. It is the 
height of unwisdom for those who have to make preparations for 
war to be continually crying ‘ Wolf, wolf,’ I'ecause the cry wearies 
on the ear, and when a crisis comes the nation will not respond. 
Bnf;^if the authorities when an emergency arises can point to their 
moderation in the past—for instance in 1905 and 1906 the Navy 
Estimates were reduced by five millions sterling—their cry of alarm 
breaking on the country as it did in 1897 and 1898 will have an 
immediate result. The Board of Admiralty must practise the 
wisdom of moderation if it would retain the support of the nation, 
which reposes in it a great trust. The average man does not profess 
to understand the intricacies of naval policy, and the Admiralty has 
won the confidence of the whole body of Englishmen by the very 
fact that it has placed itself between the nation, as a community 
subject to economic laws, and the intemperate advocates of sea- 
power, who have no responsibility and who always ask for more 
ships, as though ships were sea-power. 

The revjsedprogramme which the (lovernment has submitted 
to Parliament can be regarded without dismay as a temporary 
measure; there is no excuse for an outcry. The strongest pressure 
was put upon the Government to lay down no armoured ships at 
all this year; it was pleaded with many specious and misleading 
arguments that the British Navy was so strong that it could safely 
desist from beginning any new warships for a year or more, and 
thus' give a veritable lead in disajrmament. Roseate pictures of the 
strength of the fleet were painted, and the Cabinet was urged to take 
its courage in both hands and insist that there should be a lull in new 
construction for the Navy. The Cabinet did no^ succumb. 

The real point is the adequacy or inadequacy of the revised 
programme which provides for laying down at once tlirec battleships 
of an improved Dreadnought type instead of four, two ocean-going 
destroyers in place of five, and, eight submarines instead of twelve, as' 
originally intended, besides twelve small coastal destroyers, practically 
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torpedo-boats. Tbo elimination of the torpedo craft will be very widely 
regretted, because for years past wo have not built as many as the 
situation would seem to demand. We have been slowly relinquishing 
the lead we once possessed, and considering the extent of our coast 
line the present flotillas, which include a large number of obsolete and 
obsolescent ships', are altogether inadequate. Still, as a temporary 
expedient—particularly as we are developing entirely new types, and 
it is unwise to commit ourselves too deeply, this matter is not one 
of urgent importance, though tlte Navy will begrudge the loss of the 
three ocean-going destroyers in which it stands badly in need. After 
all the reduction has received the cachet of the expert advisers of 
the Government, and even the reduced progi'amme comprises as many 
as twenty-two torpedo craft—besides a swift ‘ mother ship ’ ^or 
destroyers, actually an addition to the original programme—^which is 
no mean number to figure in a single year’s commitment, following* 
as it does upon no fewer than twenty-nine torpedo vessels last year. 

Public anxiety centres in Ihe sufficiency of the three Dreadnoughts ■ 
for the needs of the fleet in the present financial year. IiTd^der 
to get away from all possibility of ])arty bias, the best available 
evidence as to relative strength of British and foreign fleets is 
furnished by the latest issue of the TascJienhuch d&r Kriegsflotten, in 
which the armoured ships possessed by the three great naval Powers 
of Europe arc compared, after eliminating all battleships over twenty- 
five years old and all armoured cruisers of over twenty years, which 
are the standards adopted in the German Navy Act. The figures show 
that in all classes of armoured ships, in expenditure on new con¬ 
struction, and in personnel we are up to the Two-Power standard, 
with a margin over. Great Britain needs a fleet invincible against any 
jirobablc combination, and she possesses it to-day. British ships are 
larger and more powerful than foreign vessels, and tiiis fact accounts 
foi the variation between the aggregate displacement df battleships 
and the aggregate number credited to each country. In congratulating 
ourselves on the strength of the fleet, it must not be forgotten that a 
world-wide Empire and a world-wide trade have created strategical 
conditions in the case of Great Britain which affect no other nation 
to anything like the same extent. British naval power is, and must 
be, widely distributed. * 

As to the immediate future the important fact to be borne in 
mind is that we build quicker than any othqr nation, though not 
much more rapidly than Germany; this latter point is important, 
because we are apt to overestimate our superior shipbuilding 
facilities. We are going to complete the largest armqured ships, such 
as Dreadnoughts, in about two years, whereas Germany will take three 

- These three vessels are to be coiuaioiiced«it ouce—one at Portsmouth Dockyard 
and one at Devonport Dockyard, a great deal of material having been already 
accumulated ; and the third in a private yard. 
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years, and France from five to six. The result of our superiority in 
rate of building, which is considerable, after all allowances have been 
made, is that the British programme of ‘ ships building ’ always appears 
less considerable than that of rival countries, for the simple reason 
that the vessels are rapidly finished, ready for sea, and pass auto¬ 
matically from the list of ‘ ships building ’ to that of ‘ lihips completed.’ 
As an illustratibn, the six French battleships of the Patrie class, of 
which a good deal has been heard, were authorised as long ago as 1900 ; 
for six years they have figured as ‘ building.’ Similarly this year the 
French have decided to lay down six more battleships, and they also 
will appear as ‘ building ’ until 1912. Consequently the new French 
programme of six battleships' is equivalent really to only one a year. 
Germany, on the other hand, will lay down two Battleships annually ^ 
until 1910, and each will occupy three years to build. 

These German battleships, like those authorised in France, will 
be as large even as the Dreadnought, and mark a new era in naval 
construction for which not the British Admiralty, but the war between 
Japaiwand Russia, is responsible. This contest showed that victory was 
decided not by a storm of 100-lb. shells from qu’ek-firing guns, but 
by the great shells from 9‘2 inch, 10-inch, and 12-inch weapons, shells 
deliberately aimed at the enemy, not at a range of 6,000 or 7,000 
yards—that of the 6-inch gun—^but at a range of 9,000 or 10,000 yards. 
Owing to this discovery the Japanese promptly set to work building 
huge ships carrying only the heaviest guns and mounting none of 
the secondary guns, such as the 6-inch and 7'O-inch weapons, which 
hitherto had been thought likely to decide the issue of battle. The 
typical warship of to-day carries only four 12-inch or 11-inch guns and 
from twelve to fourteen 6-inch weapons. Experience of war showed the 
Japanese that the smaller weapons were inefiectivc, and ^hey decided 
to construct ships to carry only the heaviest guns, to give knock-out 
blows at an extreme range at wliich the secondary armament of an 
enemy’s typical battleship could do no damage. Thus it happens that 
the Japanese arc building two huge battleships of 19,000 tons, each with 
no fewer than four 12-inch and twelve 10-inch guns besides a dozen 
4’7-inch weapons for repelling attacks by torpedo craft, and we, as the 
allies of Japan and the sharers of her secrets, have just completed the 
Dreadnought of 17,900 tons, mounting ten*12-inch guns and twenty- 
seven weapons for using against 'torpedo-boats; and we have in 
hand—begun last spring—three ships of the Invnicible class, styled 
‘ armoured cruisers,’ but really swift Dreadnoughts —of almost the 
same size, with the same broadside fire.of eight 12-inch guns, but 
lighter armour, in exchange for higher speed—25 knots instead of 
21 knots. The Dreadnought is the ship of the future, and unfortunately 
it will render most existing battleships obsolete. Owing to increased 
range and high speed, three kilots more than existing battlesliips, 

=* GtJiniany has laid dowii no battleship for over a year. 
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a Dreadnought cannot fight to advantage with ships built prior to the 
war and intended to depend mainly upon the comparatively feeble 
short-Jange gun of medium size. As Great Britain and Japan are 
being copied by other Bowers, neither country cjin hesitate to go on 
building these colossal ships of war of unparalleled strength in offence 
and defence. Germany is going to lay down two of these great 
vessels each summer and France tl^e equivalent to one annually. 
The programme of three Dreadnoughls which the Board of Admiralty 
have recommended to the Government for the present year is the 
minimum compatible with safety. A similar number of large armoured 
ships has been announced for next year, and these will have to be 
Dreadnoughts. It is true one of these vessels will not be laid down if 
at the Hague Confei’ence Germany and France agree to a limitation 
of armaments, but no such agreement will be come to, so we may take 
it as settled that three Dreadnoughts will be included in the Navy 
Estimates for 1907-8.* The result will be that by 1909, owing to the 
start we have obtained in b'jilding vessels of this unique power, we 
shall possess a squadron of four Dreadnoughts, in addition to th« three 
new ' armeured cruisers,’ really swift Dreadnoughts, at a moment 
when European rivals, including Germany, will have not a single 
vessel of what has been styled ‘ the new pattern ’ ready for service ; 
ill the following year, when we shall have seven ready, Germany will 
have only two and France still none, for the six battleships about to 
be begun ^vill not be ready until 1912. 

This, however, is only half, or rather less than half, of the truth. 
The fact is that the Government has gained a concession to economy 
largely owing to the result of the Far Eastern war and to the policy 
of the Board of Admiralty in the past. The eight King Edward Vll.s 
of 10,350 tons, each mounting four 12-inch and four 9‘2-inch guns, 
besides quickfirers of little account for battle, the Lord Nelson and 
Agamemnon of 10,500 tons, each carrying four *l2-inch and ten 
9‘2-inch guns, the Dreadnoughts of 17,900 tons, with ten 12-inch 
weapons, and the three Invincibles, belong more or less to the same 
class.^ They are, on the admission of the naval authorities of the world, 
the ships of the future—ships to fight at 10,000 yards and develop 
their full fighting power at that range; in the case of the King Edwards, 
however, only the eight lafgest guns would be useful at this distance. 
No other European navy has yet laid down a single ship of this t)rpe ^ 
indeed, no battleship, it may be repeated, has been commenced in 
any European shipyard since October last, when the keel-plates 
of the Dreadnought at Poctsmouth and the Eatsuma at Kure were 
placed in position. These ships caused all the battleship designs 
throughout the world prepared a year ago to be torn up. Germany, 

• France, Russia, the United States—all nations realise that the Dread¬ 
nought is the vessel which embodies the lessons of the war in the Far 
* Germany has no battleship of over 13,200 tons displacement. 

Voi-. LX—No. 357 3 C 
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East. Existing battleships in foreign navies were built to the old and 
now discarded standard; they carry only four big guns of 11 inches 
or 12 inches, and they develop their full gunfire only when at a range 
of about 6,000 yards, [fhree years hence we shall have at sea 
seventeen ships more or less conforming to the new type. We owe 
this to the foresight and enterprise of the AdmirS,lty in the past. 

‘ But what,’ it tnay be asked, ‘.is to be said to the new German pro¬ 
gramme and the French proposals ? ’ Not a single German or French 
battleship of the new type has been begun. These new proposals 
are danger-signals of the future—but not the very immediate future ! 
We can afford to watch patiently these projects take practical shape. 

In face of these facts it is quite impossible to justify the dissatis¬ 
faction which has been expressed with the Government’s ship¬ 
building programme, under which six improved Dreadnoughts will 
be commenced within eighteen months. Its provision of battleships 
is sufficient for the immediate necessities of the 'Empire’s defence. 

Another phase of Admiralty policy which has aroused a good deal 
of ciiti.cism, for the most part sadly ill-informed, is the determina¬ 
tion to make certain changes in the distribution of the fleet. A 
complete reorganisation of the squadrons at sea was made two years 
ago. Mobility is the essential character of naval defence, and, as 
the game of diplomacy progresses and the international situation 
varies, so the distribution of ships should be altered to suit the new 
circumstances. Until the present Board of Admiralty carried out 
their scheme of reorganisation of the fleet nearly two years ago the 
distribution of naval power had remained unchanged for many years, 
although the political circumstances had radically altered. We had 
a large proportion of officers and men in distant parts of the world 
in non-fighting ships. In December 1905 a concentration of power 
in Home waters was effected, as it was recognised that this was the 
only probabk scene of trouble ; the storm centre had shifted from 
southern to northern waters. The squadrons of weak ships which had 
hitherto been kept in the North Atlantic, the North Pacific, and 
the South Atlantic, ships which were neither strong enough to fight 
nor swift enough to run away if assailed, were withdrawn, and with 
tile officers and men thus set free and placed in new ships the squadrons 
in aiijd about the British Isles were greatly strengthened, and by dis- 
‘ carding old and useless men-of-war the Admiralty were able to 
organise a new system for maintaining efficient ships in reserve in a 
state of warhke efficiency. The scheme was based upon the deter¬ 
mination to render the whole Navy instantly ready for war, and the 
success of the scheme of redistribution depended upon the realisation 
of the hopes based upon the new system of keeping ships, not actually 
of the sea-going squadrons, in commission with somewhat reduced 
crews. The late Prime Minister,' speaking at Glasgow in January 1905, 
admirably summariBed the task which had been accomplished not only 
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with his full concurrence but owing largely to his strenuous and 
enlightened action. Referring to the work which the Admiralty had 
donej he said :— 

They have distributed *the fighting ships of*the fle'et in the best strategic 
manner to deal .with any emergency at a moment’s notice, and they have done 
something much* more than that. They have so arranged matters that the 
ships in reserve are not ships, as it werg, laid up waiting for a crew, which 
neither know the ships, nor its machinery, nor its guns, nor the individual 
peculiarities which make a ship and a machine so like a living and organised 
being. . . . On every one of the fighting ships of his Majesty which is not a 
part of the sea-going fleets they have put a nucleus crew, and the nucleus crew 
consists of everything required to manage a ship, and to fight a ship, excepting 
only what may be described as the unskilled •maritime labour required for the 
purpose. These nuclous crews take out their ship. They practise the gims of 
their ship; they are not liable to those inevitable breakdowns which people 
changing to new machinery for the first time always experience. They have 
over them an admiral, whose specific duty it is to see that those ships—manned 
only, I admit, by nucleus crews—are ready at a moment’s notice to fight, and 
the result is—and they could fight, I believe, without any additions to them— 
that officers, stokers, and gunners, all the skilled members of the cj|Ojv, are 
there, and they could work the ship as it is, and they have to practise the ship 
ns it is. 

The result of all these changes taken together is that I believe that the 
fighting power of the British fleet during the first twenty-four hours, let us 
say, of hostilities with a foreign Power have been augmented, not once nor 
twice, but threefold. 

It was claimed that this new scheme of organisation of the reserve 
ships would not only tend to efficiency, but would be economical, 
since the crews on board, apart from the time devoted to drills, would 
be allowed to keep abreast of the necessary repairs which, if allowed 
to collect, would entail a large amount of dockyard labour. The 
plan has been in operation now for nearly two years, and it has more 
than realised all anticipations. Instead of valuable vessels lying as 
hitherto in the basins of the dockyards more or less^neglected and 
quite unfit for instant action, every efficient unit of the fleet for 
two years past has been in charge of a captain and the technical 
officers on whom the fighting efficiency of the ship would depend 
in action. These officers, who live on board and not in barracks, 
include the heutenants and warrant officers for gunnery, navigation, 
and torpedo; the chief *and senior engineer, the paymaster and 
doctor. Each ship has also been provided with approximate!^ 
two-fifths of its full crew, and this proportion includes all the 
skilled ratings for torpedo, gunnery, navigation, signalling, and 
repairs. At each port thpse ships have been placed in charge of 
a rear-admiral, and periodically they go to sea for cruises, when 
all the usual war drills are carried out. From time to time these 
. reserve divisions have received surprise orders and been placed on 
a war footing. On one occasion laht summer the order to mobilise 
was received at the naval ports at three o’clock in the morning, and 
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in the darkness the additional officers and men proceeded on board 
and by noon that day each division of the Reserve, fully manned 
and with complete supplies of coal, ammunition, and stores, was ready 
to proceed on any mission pnder the orders of the three rear-admirals 
of the Reserves. In former years the Reserve ships which were specially 
mobilised for the manoeuvres proved for the most part a sorry collec¬ 
tion of ‘ lame ducks.’ Seeing that under the old system officers and 
men were entirely strange to their ships, and the dockyard staff could 
not, or at any rate did not, keep abreastf of the repairs to the machinery 
and equipment, no other result was to be looked for. During the 
manoeuvres of last year a very different result was achieved. The 
ships of the Reserve Divisions proceeded to sea with full crews and 
proved eminently useful efficient fighting vessels. Experience has 
shown that Mr. Balfour was not exaggerating when he affirmed that 
‘ this new Reserve scheme had augmented the fighting power of the 
British fleet not once nor twice, but threefold.’ 

The action of the Admiralty which has aroused so much interest 
and httle ignorant criticism is merely a further development 
of this Reserve scheme. It is now intended to increase the strcnglh 
of these Reserve divisions, which experience has shown can be placed 
upon a real war footing at such short notice, and form from them 
a new Home Fleet, with its headquarters at Sheerness. It is realised 
that owing to the cordial relations now existing between this country 
and France, and the friendship which exists between Great Britain 
on the one hand and the other Mediterranean Powers on the other, 
it is no longer necessary to keep as large a fleet in the Mediterranean 
as was formerly done. The entente cordiede has become much stronger 
in the past two years. It gained immensely in strength during the 
Morocco Conference and all the trouble which subsequently occurred 
between France and Germany, and at one time seemed likely to lead 
to a war betwven'the two countries; at the same time our relations 
with Russia, Spain, Italy, and Austria have greatly improved. In 
view of the entente cordiale the French Republic has determined to 
withdraw all its battleships from the English Channel. This narrow 
waterway between the two countries, which has for so many years 
b&>n the scene of armed preparation for war, has now become a centre 
of coagjord. In view of the new political* situation France intends 
tb maintain no battleships in the English Channel or the North Sea, 
and only eight first-class ships in full commission in the Mediterranean. 
Correspondingly, the Admiralty have decided to reduce the strength 
of the British fleet in the Mediterranean by two battleships, and two 
ships are to be withdrawn from the Atlantic fleet, which hitherto 
has been based upon Gibraltar. These ships will come from southern 
to northern waters—^the same policy as under the late Government. 
They will join the new Home Fleet, and will be held on the leash. 
This is, again, the same policy. The Admiralty are also making a 
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change in the disposition of the Channel and Atlantic fleets. The 
lattej, based on Gibraltar, hitherto has been regarded as the ‘ pivot ’ 
force of the Navy, consisting of the best, largest, and most modern 
ships, intended to swing either to the nerth ot to the south as a 
reinforcing squadron as the circumstances of war dictate. It is now 
intended to put this force, greatly strengthened, actually on duty in 
the North Sea and English Channel,* and the former Channel Fleet— 
slightly reduced—will become the ‘ pivot ’ force, and, in view of the 
calm in the Mediterranean, it*will be moved nearer to the new and 
very powerful Channel Fleet, which is normally based on Portland. 
The Atlantic Fleet will have Berehaven, on the south-west coast of 
Ireland, for its bage. By this change the reinforcing fleet will be 
about sixty hours nearer to the Channel Fleet in case it is needed for 
co-operation. We relinquish four battleships based on Gibraltar and 
Malta, but we gain {^mucL more powerful Channel Fleet and bring the 
‘ pivot ’—or now Atlantic Fleet—nearly three days’ steaming nearer 
to the English Channel and very much nearer Eosyth. At the same 
time a new striking force is created, to be called ‘ the Homff Fleet,’ 
with practically full crews and instantly ready for action. Under 
the new rfcjim;, the fleet in the Near Seas will be distributed as 
follows: 


ALWAYS AT SEA 


CUANNKL AND NORTH SkA FtKliT, 

based on the home naval ports, as at pre¬ 
sent, with Tortland and liosj'th as its 
principal places of rendezvous, will have 
fourteen battleships; these will include the 
eight A'cssela of the Kintj Edioard VII. 
class, of 16,:150 tons displacement, each 
with four 12-inch and no fewer than four 
9‘2-inch guns, and the Lord Nelson and 
Atjamemnon, sister ships, of 16,.'500 tons, 
each with four 12-inch and no fewer than 
ten 9'2-inch guns (380 lb. projectile), and 
four other modern battleships of 15,000 
tons. 

Mkditerkanean Fleet, 
based on Malta and Gibrftltar, will be a 
homogeneous force of six ships "of the 
Formidable class, of 15,000 tons displace¬ 
ment, all modern ships. 


Pivot or Eexneoucing Fleet 


The Atlantic Fleet v/ill con¬ 
sist of six modem swift battle¬ 
ships of from 14,000 to 15,000 
tons displacement. 

Now Base : ‘Berehaven—320 
miles from Portland; about 
900 miles from Eosyth ; 1,170 
miles from Gibraltar. 

Old Base ; Gibraltar—1,145 

miles from Portland; 1,J20 
miles from Eosyth. 


With the Channel, Atlantic, and Mediterranean Fleets will bo associated 
fifteen armoured cruisers. 


HOME FLEET 


(Frequently Cruising in the North Sea and with Headquarters 

AT SiieeIcness) 

The Homo Fleet, with practically full crows, continually drilling and 
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periodically proceeding on cruises under its Commander-in-Chief, assisted by 
three junior admirals, will approximately include : 

15 battleships. 

14 new an^ swift armoured cruisers. 

The small proportion of officers and men—the latter unskilled ratings— 
recpiired to bring the complements of these men-of-war up to'full strength will 
be instantly available without a Royal ^Proclamation calling out the Reserve men. 

MOSQUITO FLEET 
(Under a Rear-/ldmibal) 

Under the new regime there will be in commission in Home waters:— 

Torpedo-boat Destroyers.110 

Torpedo Boats.50 

Submarines.50 

c 

190 

a • 

In addition, there will be eighteen destroyers in the Mediterranean. 

SECOND LINE 

As'at'second line, there will be a number of older ships bt various types 
forming a ‘ Special Reserve,’ with a small proportion of their crews. 

How, it may be asked, does this disposition of naval forces in 
Home waters compare with what ha.s been accomplished hitherto ? 
For the purposes of comparison we may take three periods : (1) the 
end of last century; (2) January 1905, when the great redistribution 
of the fleets occurred ; (3) the new regime. At these three periods, 
the displacement of battleships instantly ready for war in the English 
Channel and North Sea and the big guns carried appear thus in 
summary: 

Total Tons Displaoiiucut. (1 uiik cai rir<l. 

1. 1900 . . 116,700 Eight 13*5-inch (old) ; twenty^fonr 12-mch. 

2. 1905 • . 244,200 Sixteen 13’5-inch (old); twenty-four 12-iuch ; 

eight 10-inch. 

3. 1907 . * 283,800 Eighty 12-inch; fifty-two 9’2-iuch. 

Note. —In 1907 we shall have in addition a Home Fleet of arnioured ships, 
manned by the skilled ratings and instantly ready for war ; in 1900 there was 
no such fleet, and the so-called Reserve—ships mostly tied up in basins at dock¬ 
yards—was a delusion and a snare. 

^In the calculation for 1907 no account has been taken of the Dreadnought or 
of the three Invinciblea, with a collective broadside fire of thirty-two 12-inch 
yms, tfcough these ships will shortly join either the Channel or Atlantic Fleet, 
displacing older and less powerful ships, which will automatically pass into the 
Home Fleet and thence sujjscquently into the ordinary Reserve, with skeleton 
crews. 

I 

It will be seen from these statementh that the latest changes 
are a normal development of the naval policy initiated under the 
Unionist Government two years ago, and it is no discredit to the 
Board of Admiralty that they will result in further economies. 

Economy even in the Fleet is no crime, so long as our supremacy 
is amply secured, and that is not endangered by this latest unfolding 
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of Admiralty policy. There is no indication of a retrograde step 
in war training, no curtailment of the essentials to war efl&ciency, 
no pfan for placing officers on half-pay to rust, no suggestion that 
less attention is to be devoted to gunnery.in which the Home Fleet 
ships, by the way, will participate. At the same time the creation 
of the Home Fleet, with somewhat lighter service than in the ordinary 
seagoing fleet, will serve to meet the^ complaint of some naval officers 
that the Navy is being overworked. Certainly, life afloat was never 
more exacting, and never made greater demands on the nerve and 
mental and physical qualities of officers. The 'personnel of the Fleet 
will deteriorate if continuous sea service is not varied by periods of 
less trying duty, and while there is nd intention to go back to the 
barrack-pZws-hulk system of housing officers and men not in seagoing 
fleets, as existed two years ago, the development of the Home Fleet, 
with a ‘ Special Reserve ’ behind it as a second line, will provide *!a 
compromise and ahoiild lead to officers enjoying increased opportunities 
for study and research. 

Finally, the facts of the naval situation are these : • • 

(1) In the past twelve months no battleship has been laid down for any 
European Fleet. 

(2) In this period we have begun and completed the Dreadnought 
and made good progress with the three swift Dreadnoughts of 17,250 
tons displacement each—the Invincible, Indomitable, and Inflexible, 
which were laid down early this year. 

{'.’>) The Government is definitely pledged to lay down in the 
next eighteen months six more Dreadnoughts, or five if the Hague 
Conference agrees to a limitation of armaments. This represents a 
minimum of new construction, but it is a minimum not incompatible 
with safety. 

(4) The seagoing fleets arc to be strengthened in the only waters 
in which in present circumstances they can be require on the out¬ 
break of war, and the best of the Reserve ships—battleships and 
cruisers—are to have an improved organisation, in fact, become a 
veritable Home Fleet. It is announced that ‘ this fleet will be in every 
respect organised with a view to enhancing its value as a fighting 
force, and battle practice and other fleet exercises not at prese»t 
carried out by the Reserve divisions will be introduced. The primary 
object aimed at will be seagoing efficiency, and for this purpos^ 
the cruises of the Home Fleet will be made as f:i;equent as practicable.’ 
The new distribution is a non-aggressive precautionary measure. 

Presuming that the Government adheres to its pledges—and 
there is no justification for a conviction before trial—^the nation 
may remain calm even in face of the continued increase of the German 
•Fleet. We have before us—approximately in 1910 and onwards— 
a serious struggle for our naval supremacy, but we have a lead. In 
the meantime those who realise that the Fleet is ‘ England’s all in 
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all ’ can do more patriotic service by supporting the Cabinet against 
assault by a section of its least statesmanlike and most irresponsible 
supporters than by raising a premature cry of ‘ Wolf,’ * Wolf/ Let 
us be Englishmen first and pohticians afterwards, and the main¬ 
tenance of the fleet is an Englishman’s first duty as,citizen. The 

Government of to-day realises the significance of British supremacy. 
Lord Tweedmouth, the First Lord of the Admiralty, has given us his 
creed : ‘ It is on the Navy that our existence as a nation rests ; it is 
the sea which separates us from foreign nations, but it is the sea 
also which binds us to the quiverful of younger nations whicli has 
sprung from our loins.’ The present Lord Chancellor has reminded 
us that ‘ if we lose command of the sea we shall be half starved ; if 
we Jose command of the sea we shall be largely reduced to idleness; 
if we lose command of the sea we can no longer carry.’ The Secretary 
of War has insisted that we must have ‘ an invincible fleet,’ or what 
the Secretary of State for India has termed ‘ an all-powerful Navy.’ 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer has warned the nation that without 
the “"command of the sea this country will be at the mercy of the 
enemy; ’ the President of the Local Government Board has stat(Ml 
that ‘ without it [the fleet] the British Empire would be at an end 
and its Colonies would be gone; ’ while the Prime Minister, though 
he sometimes ‘ plays to the gallery,’ has declared that he is of the 
‘ Blue Water School ’ and accepts ‘ in fullest and most complete form 
the doctrine that it is necessary for tliis country to hold the supremacy 
of the seas.’ In these confessions of the leading members of the 
(’abinet we have the doctrine of British Sea-Power, admirably and 
forcibly expressed; and we are reminded of the penalties of sacri¬ 
ficing our traditional naval position. The public, irrespective of 
party, may be well content to give all possible support to the naval 
policy of a Gove^aimcnt which has given these pledges. Nothing that 
has yet occurred justifies the assumption that these statesmen will 
prove false. 


ARCHinALD Hurd. 
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That Britain should be the most plesdbant place to live in is a great 
national concern, for otherwise her fortune-making sons beyond seas 
would be lost to her interests for ever. It is something that our quiet 
land can attract such men of money as he who made Tammany a 
power, and ruled l^Jew York with a chain of golden links. That is 
the reason why any loss oi appreciation of the deer forests is a very 
important matter, not only to the owners and prospective^enants, 
but also to the body politic. In the Field, this season, have appeared 
advertisements offering deer forests at lOZ. a stag, whereas the old- 
time average value was 50Z., and for some fifteen years has not been 
much under Of course, not in the best of forests would more 
than one-third of the lOZ. or 30Z. stags bear antlers that by their size 
or beauty would demand preservation ; and yet it is the antlers of the 
deer alone that attract tenants. If two-thirds of the heads obtained 
are valueless, the remaining third must be of the value received for 
the whole, and consequently each of the one-third of fine or moderate 
heads would cost three times 30Z.; that is, if the latter were the average 
price paid for a ‘ limit ’ forest. But of the whole there may not, and 
probably will not, be a ‘ royal ’ that has also the quality of grandeur ; 
that is, massiveness, spread, wildness, surface, colour,* and evenness. 
There is not the smallest doubt that to secure a head of this sort the 
average sportsman would forego half his limit, even when it permitted 
over one hundred stags to be killed for the season. 

For the purpose of this article it is unfortunately necessary to 
be mercenary, and to inquire just how much (on these facts) a fisst- 
rate head is worth to shobt. If it is worth half the hundred deer to 
secure such a trophy, then, whe'n the rent is worth 30Z. each, tlife 
value must be 1,500Z. for a single first-rate h^ad. It is only three or 
four years ago th^it Mr. Platt, who has been renting forests for the 
past thirty years, secured his first royal head; and, although the 
writer has not any knowledge of the class of head this might have 
been, clearly, even if unique as a trophy, about thirty years’ rents 
of deer forests had been paid before it was secured. The average 
‘ royal ’ is, after all, only a name for twelve tines ; and it implies no 
other qualities. Mr. Platt certainly deserved something far better 
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than this for all his perseverance, and I sincerely trust he got it. The 
instance is given merely to show the scarcity even of royal heads, to 
say nothing gf beautiful trophies of the chase. 

Deer-stalking spoyt, more than any other, is one in which the 
pleasures of anticipation far outweigh the glories of achievement. You 
start out in the morning figuratively panting to be at them ; you spy 
your ground in fe «rerish repose ; you scan the first herd for big antlers 
with anticipation constrained to inaction; and you execute the 
arduous stalk with all the energy and .suppressed excitement that a 
girl puts into her first ball. The consummation is nothing in these 
modern days of Mannlicher repeating rifles, or doubles ; if you are a 
fair shot, you make sure; if you are not, you may have more sport, 
but of a kind that you would not desire. It is because of the antici- 
pati6n that the sport in killing a great beast is so much better than 
in. shooting a poor brute that is only fit to distribute amongst the 
crofters. The sportsmanship is just the same for either, but not the 
sport, because you want to succeed ; you anticipate—a hundred times 
more foj one than for the other. Were it not for this, the shooting 
of yeld hinds, now left to the foresters to perform in winter, would 
be just as valuable as stag-stalking in September. But as it is not, 
as you may get it for about the value of the dead carcase, or about 
3L a head, we must look at things as they are, and face the sentiment 
that governs us and fixes the rents of the deer forests. 

But, with all due deference, that is just what the deer-forest owners 
are not doing—at least not those of them who let their forests from 
year to year, with limits far in excess of the numbers of fair stags 
that ought to be killed each season. 

The Dukes of Atholl and Sutherland, the Marquis of Breadalbane, 
Mr. Bibby, Lord Burton, The Mackintosh, and several others have- 
given their opinions that the breed of deer is as good as ever, but that 
the stags are killec^'before they have time to come to their prime, and, 
besides, are starved, by too many being kept upon the ground. But, 
as might be expected, the gentlemen named above are convinced that 
there is no deterioration of late years on their own forests, or those 
they shoot over, but only on those which are over-shot, and over¬ 
fed. by too many mouths. It amounts to this : that the first-hand 
evidence denies degeneration or deterioration ; but the second-hand 
evidence, that is, the opinions of the same witnesses about the general 
run of deer other than their own, admits deterioration, or rather 
immaturity, but altogetKer denies degeneration. 

The question arises whether the badly tpeated forests will do any 
harm. As immature deer, their stags are little likely to be permitted 
to invade the sanctuaries of better deer, in other and properly-treated 
forests. The reason is because an old stag will not be deprived of his 
harem by a junior, especially by all inferior junior. But if degenera¬ 
tion of the cervine race is not to be expected from modern manage- 
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ment and the greed for numbers, the good name of Scotch sport is in 
peril by reason of the yearly tenancies of forests, and the great numbers 
of poor beasts that are killed to make up the ‘ limit ’ numbers. 

Some little chance tliere is that the Mling market for this class 
of forest will* prove the remedy, and that the deer will be allowed 
to grow older because nobody will give heavy prices for the right to 
shoot small deer. Personally I camfot agree with this view, because 
I think that wealthy young men are increasing ; and, taking a world 
survey, the supply of young men with money has no limits. America 
seems to be upon the verge of supplying a generation of men incapable 
of spending all their money or of adding j;o it. A worthy citizen in the 
West, not so long since, called his offspring together, and told them 
very seriously that they must put down some of their sports; which, 
he did not care, but the necessity was imperative, as they earned 
nothing, and as his own earnings ‘ would not run to it.’ Afterwards 
they met again by appointment. 

‘ Well,’ asked the man of commerce, ‘ have you agreed what is to 
be done ? ’ 

‘ Yes,’ they said. 

‘ I am glad,’ said the sire. ‘ What is it ? ’ 

‘ Well, you sec there is only one thing to be done,’ replied the 
ehlest hopeful ; ‘ you must work nights.’ 

As long as this spirit prevails there is hope for the forest-owners; 
although, perhaps, not as much for the forests and the good name of 
Scotch red deer. 

A large number of men take a forest once in their lives, as an 
c.xpcrieTice or as trophy-hunters, although they do not always know 
a good head from a bad one. The following conversation once occurred 
in the shop of a taxidermist iiiuch occupied with stag-heads in the 
season: • 

‘ Where fra e.oom the wee horns, Mac ? ’ 

‘ Ye ken weel whore they coom fra ; 1 ae a letter with them asking 
ma opinion o’ them.’ 

‘ Ye’ll no toll it, Mac, or they will send ye no more; ye’ll make up a 
Ice, ye can do that fine.’ 

• ^ 1 will no make up a lee for the siller, ye know that weel enow.’ * 

■■ Will ye no ? then ye must just say there’s many wor (worse^., 
beasties shot.’ 

‘ I will no say that again, whateffer; I haf written that when the 
last coom, and they were fine compared to that trash.’ 

‘ Did ye so ? Then ye lAust just tell yon man that the sight of the 
horns in the toon will do the forest great guid. ‘Ye need not say 
the reason o’ that; nor that ye arc o’ the opinion the forest would 
be the better not to carry a rifle th^ year, or the year after; there’ll 
be no lee in that, whateffer.’ 

‘ A’ weel, I will consider o’ that. It is the strict truth, whateffer,’ 
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replied the righteous trader; then he added thoughtfully ... an it 
is cevelety ye maun ’a with the London gentlemens.’ , 

Doubtless the exhibition of more trophies of a kind that did the 
forest good by stalli'ng off'prospective tenants was the result of this 
strictly truthful civility. After that who would take the place ? 

There is no way of improving deer in such a manner as to make 
immature beasts fine trophies ; but a good deal of crossing of the wild 
deer with importations from parks, and from the Continent, has been 
tried ; the resulting ofispring have metVith approval and disapproval, 
just as they have been considered from various standpoints. Some 
Scotsmen have a fear that sentiment and fashion will desert Scotland 
if there is any suspicion that the antlers of the d^er-parks of England 
are jcomparable with the wild-bred trophies of the mountains. There 
is a great deal of prospective truth in this ; but it is not so certain that 
any existing forest antlers cannot now be matchpd from the parks to 
deceive the most expert. If they can, the crossing with park deer for 
the improvement of weights and heads loses one objection. Person¬ 
ally, T think there are a great many park heads that would pass any¬ 
body’s judgment as forest heads. That there are a great many forest 
heads that could be mistaken for nothing besides, owing to their 
badness, is a great deal too true. 

The great forest-owners who shoot their own deer themselves 
recommend no crossing except with the pure red deer ; that is, they 
object to wapiti or any other different species; then they arc also 
agreed that good stags should be left to become monarchs of the glen 
and fathers of the herd. In order to do this, it is necessary to spare 
the young deer, and to shoot first-rate stags only when they are going 
back in consequence of age. This advice is sound, of course, from the 
point of view of antler production; but it has a tendency to destroy 
the sentiment oiL the absolute wildness of red deer in the forests, 
since, in order*to carry out the policy, the deer have sires selected for 
the herds, and these sires are to be watched from year to year by the 
foresters, and known or named, so as to be spared until they start to 
go back in quality by reason of old age. 

Then all authorities desire the reduction of numbers of dwarf 
stags ; but where there is a limit of numbera to be killed in the yearly 
tenancits, it is not possible to suppose that sportsmen of a season will 
kill dwarf stags in order to make up their limit. They will kill the 
very best, and all the .best, in the forest if they can. It will be the 
forester’s business to kill the trashy stags at the lend of the season, 
but this process will not bring the best stags back to life, nor find good 
mates for the hinds. 

It is a very difficult problem; for the greater the interference to 
improve the deer, the more is the sentiment of wildness endangered.' 
On the other hand, the less interference there is, the smaller and more 
valueless the stags become. Either alternative has its evils, but 
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probably the best course to adopt is to improve the haunches and heads ; 
secretly, if necessary in the interests of sentiment, for a big park deer 
has no value in sport, but in any case to improve them. The wild¬ 
ness of the deer is not interfered with by crpssing.the blood, no matter 
where the cross comes from, and nothing but sentiment can be injured 
thereby. On the other hand, if park deer are not used, but only great 
beasts from the Carpathians or the Caucasus, the crbss would not be 
to tame deer, but to wilder creatures 'than any in Scotland, and to those 
which live always at altitudes beyond that of the summit of Ben Nevis. 

In one of the weekly newspapers which best understand such 
matters, the opinion of The Mackintosh was recently quoted with 
approval. It was to the effect that no*park or German deer should 
be used for a cross. * In the same issue Glenquoich Forest was quoted 
as a model of what a forest should be. But, strange to say. Cord 
Burton when its occupier used park deer with great advantage in this 
forest, and what he has done many other sportsmen have done also. 
So much is this the case that a very fine head in the Highland forests 
suggests a cross of park deer, not necessarily because it looks like one 
of the turned-out deer, but simply because it is finer than the rest, and 
has, what everyone desires, more points and greater beam. 

Here is an unfortunate dilemma in which the forest-owners find 
themselves; if they do nothing, their stags are insignificant and 
decrease in value ; if they do an)dhing which improves them, the best 
are at once, and because of the improvement, suspected of being con¬ 
nected with tame deer, and lose value. 

The crossing is an accomplished fact; we cannot regard it as a 
newly-proposed policy, and consider it as such. Very likely it would 
have been better never to have introduced park deer, and so given rise 
to the dilemma in which forest-owners find themselves; but it is too 
late to consider that now, for it has been done in many forests, and 
stags wander from one to the other. The fact that ha^to be faced is 
that the big heads are now mostly suspected of park origin by some 
people, although not by all. 

Under these circumstances, what is the way out ? It must be one 
that has two effects ; first, the improvement of the Highland stags ; 
second, the removal of the suspicion that the best Highland forest 
heads are related to park'deer. At one time the wapiti cross was 
looked upon as hopeful, but that has been given up owing to the' 
experiments of the Duke of Bedford. It was the Duke who first 
proved that the red and wapiti deer first crosses were fertile ; but it 
was soon seen at A^oburn that, although fertile, they were not desir¬ 
able. Her Grace of Bedford wrote on one occasion that the resulting 
deer were wapiti without the size, and red deer witliout the antlers. 
•Condemnation could go no further. > 

But the Continental and even the Caucasian red deer are much 
nearer than the wapiti to the wild Scotch species, and they seem to 
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contain within them every quality that is wanted in Scotland to improve 
the deer, and to improve the sentiment of wildness at the same time. 
Were they let loose in the forests it would be natural for the biggest 
heads to be traced tq them, since they are much finer than park deer. 
They are also much wilder than the Highlanders, in the sense that they 
are in no way protected and are never seen for such a purpose by man. 

With such an enormous range for choice of new deer as is given by 
the Carpathians and the Caucasus, it will be strange if forest-owners 
cannot improve their stags and the sporting sentiment of wildness of 
their deer at the same time. At any rate, they have it in their power 
to abolish the present suspicion that the biggest and best Highland 
deer owe their grandeur to the blood of tame deer. They can do 
this whether the cross suggested succeeds or fails, for both sorts are 
fouiid together, and crossed, in the Carpathians, and why not in 
S^’otland too ? Mr. Cameron has expressed the opinion that the 
Caucasian stag is the ancestral type, and there are good grounds for 
believing the Scotch deer to be merely degenerate, but of the same 
race fis .these massive Eastern beasts with their magnificent trophies. 

G. T. Trasbale Buckell. 
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Tjie necessity for prompt attention to land reform is in no*way 
dependent on the exigencies of party politics, but derives its urgency 
from such considerations as the long-continued dwindling of country 
population ; the decreasing value of land, which Denmark testifies 
to be no inevitable accompaniment of Free Trade; the eaoimous 
imports, whether of timber or of dairy and garden produce, most of 
which could equally well be produced at home, and, finally, the over¬ 
crowding of our towns, with their high rents and rates. 

The land question naturally divides itself into two parts, the one 
dealing with urban and the other with rural land. The urban problem 
embraces, besides the readjustment of the incidence of rates between 
house and site and on unoccupied land, the right of a community 
to possess the ground values it creates. The rural problem deals 
with the tenure and distribution of land, its profitable employment 
in small quantities, the larger question of State afforestation over 
millions of acres of waste or rough pasture, the provision of adequate 
agricultural and sylvicultural training and experiment, and the 
incidence of local and imperial taxation. • 

Nearly the whole subject is covered by proposals in print or in 
project, partly produced by Government or enjoying its approval, 
in part repudiated by it, and in part unnoticed save by political groups 
or individuals. The subject needs to be surveyed and grasped as a 
whole, so that the end pursued may be rather the good of the entire 
community than the advantage or disadvantage of any particular 
section. It is, indeed, a national misfortune that no Government 
has attempted to face the land question in all its complexity, while 
every Government tries to bribe supporters by tinkering with some 
part of it. Consequently, .there is no orderly progress in land reform 
towards a realised and accepted goal, and small capacity on the part 
of the public to judge between what is just and expedient on the 
. one hand or misconceived and unjust on the other. 

The urban question presses, anfi is prepared for treatment. It 
has been repeatedly subjected to exhaustive inquiry; the minority 
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reports of the Local Taxation Commission, presented by the Chairman 
and the joint secretaries to the Treasury, suggest a sound starting- 
point for the separation of house and site values and for the rating 
of vacant land. By such readjustment some'relief—perhaps neither 
great nor immediate—would come to the house owner or occupier, 
and building land would come quicker into the market. The Build¬ 
ing Lands (Scotland) Bill assumes that future ground values shoidd 
accrue to the communities creating them, and, while leaving existing 
values to existing owners, it endows town and county councils with 
j>owers to secure prospective increment, save when this is due to an 
owner’s enterprise. It may be urged that the inefficiency of com¬ 
munal control is the real drawback to communal ownership; that 
the essential feature of a well-conducted municipal estate office is as 
yet unknown, and that the supervision of local management by the 
Local Government Board is perfunctory and ineffectual. Neverthe¬ 
less, the acknowledged success of German cities" in the acquisition, 
control, and rating of land is an incentive to action, for it proves that 
the difficulties are not insurmountable, and that it is possible for 
local bodies, stimulated by a central department, to carry out building 
policies and to regulate the development of their towns upon sound 
economical lines. 

Other palliatives suggest themselves for overcrowding—better com¬ 
munications, cheaper building, a stiffer intolerance of slum property ; 
while the elimination of private profit from the retail liquor trade would 
supply fxmds for many public objects, the costs of which the ratepayer 
now has to bear; but, in addition, the country expects measures 
which shall deal promptly, justly, and thoroughly with the urban 
land question. There is at present little prospect of these expecta¬ 
tions being fulfilled; reports, recommendations. Bills, --have been 
swept aside, and yet another inquiry instituted to investigate the 
merits of a brdind-new Eating BUI which was carefully docked of its 
principal provision before being submitted to the Committee. 

The rural land question is easier understood, and, though it has 
several heads—^tenure, smaU holdings, and State afforestation—it 
presents a comparatively simple problem, which this Parliament, 
after the manner of its predecessors, has not been slow to approach 
in haphazard style. At present w'e have reformers advocating methods 
which would bring about results whblly opposed to those they profess 
to have in view; such, for instance, are the enthusiasts who advocate 
a policy of small holdings and propose at the same time to give fixity 
of tenure to large farmers. 

The Kobartes Bill, so hotly promoted by Lord Carrington, con¬ 
tains excellent provisions, lacks others, and is likely to be shorn of 
several which have already been condemned by the Scottish Chamber 
of Agriculture. The BiU as it appeared was designed for England ; 
but Scotland, with its very different land system, was unexpectedly 
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included. The Government has also introduced a Small Holder’s Bill 
for Scotland without waiting for the report of the Committee whose 
investigations were already concluded. This measure, though sound 
in its general scope, is in some essential details open to destructive' 
criticism. 

If our object be the welfare of agriculture, then the case of the 
large farmer can be easily dealt with. He needs amendments to the 
Ground Game and Agricultural Holdings Acts to remedy acknowledged 
deficiencies, more freedom in cultivation, and relief from payment 
•of statutory compensation due to the outgoing tenant. What he does 
not need is any avoidable increase in his payments as an incoming 
tenant, or in the costs of arbitration. These burdens, already 
serious for a depressed industry, are augmented by this BiU, in spite 
of the serious nature of such an incubus having been well illustrated 
in the agricultural history of Ireland. The Bill proposes to award 
compensation to ah outgoing tenant in the event of capricious evic¬ 
tion, which would be found an unworkable limitation; moreover, 
to legislate for the exception is not business, and if attempted' would 
produce an astonishing law of tenure. There are bad owners and 
bad occupiers—both are the exception; and an occupier has more 
power over an owner’s land than an owner over an occupier’s capital, 
while a good tenant is usually as thoroughly appreciated by a land¬ 
lord as a good landlord by a tenant. There is no necessity to protect 
cither. 

The principle of diial ownership which appears in these Bills is 
sometimes supported as a first step toAvards the dismemberment 
of large estates ; and no doubt the underlying object, that of securing 
an occupying proprietary, is a worthy one in itself, but it is one which, 
if accepted, must be proceeded with as a distinct policy, and not by 
indirect attack. A sharper graduation of deat]^ duties, or other 
well-known methods, would end large estates with least pain to the 
victim, and without involving agricultural and allied interests in a 
chaos of litigation and disturbance, to conclude with some measure 
of expropriation, the cost of which would be immeasurably greater than 
in Ireland. Moreover, such a change would be viewed as a whole, 
from the establishment of a peasant proprietary to the departure of 
the landowner, with hie standards of public service, and the dis¬ 
appearance with him of the great pleasure-grounds of the country. 
Apart from such vast schemes, there is for all practical purposes no 
need for dramatic departures in land tenure, and, unless the sole object 
is the overthrow* of our land system at all costs, it is folly to effect 
the maximum of irritation with the minimum result, or to risk 
transforming a simple matter into a complicated problem through 
a mania for unnecessary interference. 

The country land question bears'on many social problems intimately 
affecting the life of the nation. Rural depopulation, the growing 
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class of urban unemployables, the permanent character of these 
disquieting phenomena, are alike affected by the distribution and 
use of land. While the quantity of waste or half-wasted land, much 
of it suited to sylviculture, some of it to intense cultivation; the 
extent of British imports coming from small holdings and large forests 
across the North Sea; the extravagance of equipment and absence 
of profit on many large farms, are all facts suggestive of the direction 
in which we must look for a solution of some of our difficulties. 

Travelling from London into Scotland, the absence of popula¬ 
tion from the land is as remarkable as its aggregation in a few centres, 
and the conclusion is inevitable that something is wrong with the 
distribution of the people. A successful system of small holdings 
will not be obtained, however, by a mere subdivision of land. Not 
only arc co-operation, agricultural training, and organisation essential, 
but it is imperative that reliable experiments should be conducted 
by the State, so that definite proof should be forthcoming of the pro¬ 
ductivity and profit-making capacity of small holdings. It is obvious 
that to .parcel out land in such quantities and under such conditions 
that it will return a scant living to its occupier or entail his dependence 
on some subsidiary industry or on rate relief, would be a retrograde 
step, and one from which neither the individual nor the community 
as a whole would derive any benefit. Outside the fruit and market- 
garden districts, where progress, partly through the aid of syndicates, 
is already assured, adequate experiment could be economically carried 
out by utilising Crown lands, some of which—such as London ground 
rents—could be sold for re-investment in suitable localities. For 
the greater part of Britain small holdings are not at present practi¬ 
cable ; much pasture land is unsuitable, and arable farms cannot often 
be dispersed, if by reason only of the capital sunk in equipment, which 
represents usually the net rent of the farm. Where smafl holdings 
already succeed "they will probably be multiplied, for remunerative 
cultivation of the soil is to the landlord’s interest. In other suitable 
localities owners, agents, and farmers may for various reasons, good, 
bad and indifferent, be disinclined for new departures; it is in such 
districts that some agency is needed to co-operate with owners and 
with the general population. It will be generally admitted that 
county councils are not an effective agency, but in devising a sub¬ 
stitute St is to be remembered that the agricultural interest is a 
practical force, which should be utilised and reckoned with. It 
exercises a considerable Influence, audits co-operation is worth having. 
A great deal can be done, without declaring wai on large owners 
and farmers, by legislating to supplement, not to destroy, private 
ownership. What we need is an effective authority working along¬ 
side of individual enterprise, stimulating and abetting its efforts and 
suppljdng its deficiencies. 

The first move should be to establish a commission for the three 
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countries. Each body should have powers of compulsory purchase, 
with the right of control and disposal; it should value rents for small 
holdings, and grant loans for equipment within well-defined limits. 
In this way small holdirfgs and allotments would be created where 
wanted, and safeguarded under forms of tenure suited to the locality. 
Freeholders might be established as in Worcester, yearly tenants as 
in Lincoln, perpetual tenants unde^ •contract as in the Highlands, 
or leaseholders as in the Lowlands. Thus one sine qua non of success 
would be guaranteed, for, if one*thing is clear, it is the need for flexi¬ 
bility and diversity of tenure; and this the State can give through 
State ownership alone, for to limit State co-operation to interference 
in the relations of owner and occupier involves, among other evils, a 
cast-iron tenure applied to all alike, irrespective of conditions ^nd 
circumstances. 

No large purchase fund would, so far as we yet know, be needed^ 
for the existence of a commission with compulsory purchase powers 
would greatly stimulate voluntary agreement, rmder which, as Major 
Craigie’s statistics show, something is already being done. * 

The commission could give existing small holdings, say under a 
50^. rental, a permanent status and security against undesirable 
amalgamation. To avoid dual ownership the holding, not the 
tenant, should have a valued rent. Additional protection for un¬ 
exhausted crop values would be needed in the case of small holdings 
under fruit or other forms of intensive cultivation. The commission 
could stimulate subdivision by loans; but public money should be 
advanced with caution, for financial failure will assuredly prejudice 
land reform in the eyes of the taxpayer; nor is any public authority 
likely to equal private control in the management and supervision 
of expenditure upon land. Its tendency is to look too much to the 
mere disbursement of public funds as a remedy in itsej/, and to shirk 
the trouble and forethought by which alone such expenditure can be 
productive. A land system financed by the State has its dangers; 
and it would be unwise Ughtly to discard existing ownership, or to 
curtail incentives to the investment of private capital in the equip¬ 
ment of farms, until experience gained through a land commission 
proves the existing system to be a failure or produces satisfactory 
evidence of the superiority of occupying ownership. Then large ^ 
loans will be needed for the final e:tfpropriation on a large scale of the 
existing landlords. 

A scheme of rural land reform relying mainly on individual enter¬ 
prise, strengthened 1[)y a laud commission, entails the minimum of 
cost to the State, secures the continuance and increase of small hold¬ 
ings, and avoids dual ownership, of which the evils are insufficiently 
•appreciated. That system cuts at the root of real ownership, with 
its satisfactions, responsibilities, and c6rresponding incentive to effort, 
and it places the nominal owner and the occupier in a position where 
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a war of interests must take the place of copartnership—a result 
which resolves itself into legal proceedings and ‘ ganging ^pleas,’ 
costly to agriculture, before a tribunal costly to the country. Dual 
ownership is a system destitute of all permanency—it is but a tem¬ 
porary expedient to stave off ultimate settlement, and has never 
been accepted as final by either side to the duality. It must further 
be remembered that there is no analogy between the land system of 
Britain and that of Ireland, parts of the Highlands, or of Wales. 
Racial troubles are absent, and whil^ the rental of Ireland is mainly 
a prairie rental, that of Britain is mainly interest on permanent 
improvements. 

The principle of dual ownership is to be found in two provisions 
of Mr. Sinclair’s Bill—those which give powers to the commission to 
hire land compulsorily and grant to the tenant fixity of tenure. Com¬ 
pulsory hiring is dual ownership under another name; while to confer 
fixity of tenure upon a casual occupier is but to transfer property 
from one person to another without necessarily conferring any benefit 
on *the community. Both provisions entail a uniform law of tenure 
on rigid, identical lines, for if the State begins to redistribute private 
property, especially when it represents the result of expenditure by 
a ci-devant owner, it must in all fairness give legal definition to such 
rights as may be conceded to him; even when such rights fall to be 
defined, as under this Bill, by creditors wdth power to determine the 
obligations of their debtors towards those from whom they have been 
enabled to obtain a forced loan. Such dual ownership is an artificial 
and cast-iron copartnership, in which are the seeds of disintegration, 
and which can only last until political pressure sweeps away the 
last rights of the nominal owner or until the vicious nature of the 
expedient is so developed that some general measure of-'expropriation 
to re-establishs.ownership becomes inevitable. No amount of amiable 
platitude can make dual ownership under ordinary British conditions 
and on a wide enough scale anything but a struggle of interests and a 
public disaster. 

Such intervention has its moral disadvantages, for it has been 
proved, both in the West Highlands and in Ireland, that the abroga- 
cion by the State of the individual’s contracts and engagements 
, imdermines his conception of commercial honesty, and leads inevi¬ 
tably to the repudiation by him‘of remaining obligations. Peasant 
proprietorship, on the other hand, intensifies a man’s sense of the 
inviolability of contracts, increases his respect for property, and 
raises the standard of commercial morality throughout the country. 

It may be said that compulsory hiring has worked well in the High¬ 
lands, and has there been accepted as a permanent settlement. But 
in this specific case common pasture and game values were practical 
impediments to expropriation. Hereditary tenure was customary, 
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fixtures were as a rule the tenant’s, and land was held everywhere 
under much the same conditions. It was a question merely of extend¬ 
ing tfiese crofter townships, and where fresh crofts were created 
the principle of purchase was recognised. ^ It i^ a sound principle, 
susceptible of wide extension, that the State or community should 
take land needed for the public service at a fair price. It is not 
sound or expedient that it should appropriate the cdlntrol of private 
property without obligation to return its capital value. On the 
other hand, with a land comnaission operating by purchase, owner, 
occupier, and State can all co-operate in effecting changes which need be 
limited only by expediency. 

To foster every form of training oi» experiment for agriculture, 
England and Scotland, both need boards strengthened, as in Ireland, 
by an infusion of the practical clement; our departments are* at 
present too exclusively controlled by Treasury and other Civil Service 
experts, who are often singularly ignorant of rural needs. The 
small holder cannot really -ompete in ordinary farming, either with 
his capitalist brother or foreign rival, without such guidanfie, ^nd 
the large farmer would be all the better for it. If efficiency in depart¬ 
mental administration is necessary to all, so is a revision of the incidence 
of local taxation upon agricultural land. Official reports are well 
summarised by Professor Nicholson in his recent treatise, which 
shows that the excessive comparative rating of land constitutes a 
serious drag upon cultivators under the present or any other land 
system. This would seriously hamper small holders, unless it is pro¬ 
posed that they, like the crofter, should escape a large proportion of 
these local taxes, which must then be added to the burden of the 
other ratepayers. 

The unquestioned sphere for State land management is in sylvi¬ 
culture, where communal control can alone secure that continuous 
good management for lack of which three or four million acres of 
British woodlands are now worked at a dead loss; it alone can pro¬ 
vide the capital and the scientific training, for want of which an even 
greater area remains unaftorested. The State could buy up this area 
and plant 100,000 acres annually for the next eighty years. Barren 
lands would become centres of the timber trade, and if Scotland 
were afforested like Southern Germany the saw would support as 
many as the plough, and the State would have a timber revenue 
from this country alone of four or five millions a year. Sylviculture 
has, indeed, a more direct bearing upon rural*prosperity than have 
small holdings, and yet the State, which alone can undertake this 
national work, steadfastly persists in a policy of negation. 

It would sometimes seem as if one Governme^ deemed it un- 
jiecessary either to legislate or to administer, and another imagined 
that by legislating in haste it can administer at leisure. As a matter 
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of fact, land reform turns quite as much on competent administration 
as on new laws, and requires free co-operation and competition between 
the State, the community, and the individual. It is to the’ State 
that we have in the maim to look for an extension of sylviculture, to 
the local authority for urban land reform, and to the in^vidual, aided 
by an efficient department, for agricultural progress. 


R. Munro Ferguson. 
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PUBLIC CONFIDENCE AND THE LAND 

TENURE BILL 

There are a good many worthy people in this country much 
imbued with a respect for Parliamentary institutions, and not 
easily excited by .the present cries of party politicians bent on 
obtaining votes, and to whom a general election has been hitherto 
a source of mild interest which affected them in various degrees, 
according to their temperament, the state of their liver*and the 
fact of whether or not some relation or friend in whom thev were 

tf 

interested was endeavouring to enter the House of Commons. 
This sort of attitude has always been the despair of election agents 
and of gentlemen seeking the suffrages of the electors, and it may 
be said that it certainly does argue either a lack of conviction 
or an indifference at once unpatriotic and unthoughtful; but what¬ 
ever may be our opinion as to this state of mind, we must ail allow 
that it is very common and that it has also great advantages— 
advantages which have been evident at almost every stage of our 
country’s existence. These sorts of men do not easily lose their 
heads, and, like the ballast at the bottom of a vessel, they tend 
to keep the ship of State on an even keel when the rAioiras of political 
passion and party warfare have proved too much for other barques 
less happily balanced and equipped. As a healthy body tends, 
in the long run, to produce a healthy mind, so in a State the 
presence of a large proportion of its people for many generations, 
steadily engaged in performing their accustomed duties each 
ijn his own station of life, content with possibly small ambitions, 
but yet guided partly fiy principle, partly by habit in minding 
their own business, has engendered a general sense of security 
which has had an influence, I believe, immoasurable in the mould¬ 
ing and creation .pi the national character. What that character 
is has been written all over the map of the world. A love of home 
and a belief in the blessings of liberty, and an experience of the 
fact that no true liberty can exist where property is not also secure, 
has led Englishmen to extend to those countries which either 
their sword has conquered or their enterprise has colonised the 
advantages which they prize themselves, and which the best and 
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the wisest among them have made it their life’s object to consoli¬ 
date and to extend; for with the liberty of the individual combined 
with security of property they know a pillar is fashioned on which 
‘rests confidence and credit, enterprise and energy, and very 
many other things not only needful but essential to the maintenance 
of Empire. But, and it is a dreadful thought, in England, the 
very cradle of these principles and the most striking example of 
the advantage of them which the world has ever seen, the question 
is now beginning to be asked, ‘ Is property secure ? ’ ‘ Shall we 
reap what we have sown ? ’ or ‘ Will a few politicians who think, 
because the inevitable swing of the pendulum has given them a 
majority, that they have what they are pleased to call “ a mandate ” 
—will they be able to undo what centuries of self-sacrifice and honest 
endeavour have built up V Now that persons should be gravely 
debating such questions is surely a most serious matter ; and 
when alreadv in the last few months, thousands' if not millions of 
pounds have been taken from British securities and invested abroad, 
when -Cocsols have fallen lower than they have ever been in the 
memory of man, we may surely say with Hamlet, there is some¬ 
thing very rotten in the state of Denmark, and the sooner we sec 
to it before it is too late the better. 

The Radical Government have been in power for a little more 
than eight months, and already England, Africa and Egypt are 
all in a state of unrest. Why is this ? Is it owing to their measures ? 
No, for they have not yet passed any of consequenoe. Then w'hat is 
it ? The answer is that they have engendered already a feeling of 
insecurity not merely in England but throughout the British 
Empire, and by so doing have done a mischief more dangerous than 
any diplomatic blunder, than any administrative failure or mis¬ 
take. So much for generalities. 

Now, as an* example of a measure which, comparatively small 
in itself, yet produces the feeling to which I have alluded, let 
us take the Land Tenure Bill. Of course I am not so foolish as 
to attribute unrest in Africa or Egypt as the result of this measure 
introduced by a private member in the House of Commons and 
supported by the Government, but I do maintain that it is a fair 
example of legislation that not only does* a wrong and creates an 
injustice by its own provisions, but also alarms, and by alarming 
injures to a very great extent the vital interests of numbers of 
people who, at first sight, one thinks its provisions w'ould not affect, 
and by so doing knocks a brick (it may .be a small one) from the 
foundations of oijir prosperity; for confidence means prosperity, 
while a want of it, if long continued, means ruin. It is not necessaiy 
for the purpose of this article to go into all the provisions of this 
unjust measure, and I purpose duly to touch upon those which aie 
relevant to my contention; and, keeping this limitation in view. 
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the first thing that is evident is the entire one-sidedness of its 
proposals. Take, for instance, Clause 2, which says that ‘ when a 
tenaift has sustained any damage from game that he has not a 
lawful right to kill, he shall at any time of the^ tenancy be entitled 
to compensation from his landlord for such damage, and any 
agreement to the contrary shall he void.'' 

Now (ignoring the practical difficulties of being able at all 
times to assess and separate the damage done by rooks and pigeons 
from that alleged to be done.by pheasants), suppose a tenant has 
taken a farm on the understanding' that he makes no claim for 
damage done by game (and if he agrees to do so it is probable 
that he is satisfied with an arrangetnent which enables him to 
obtain the use of the land for less money), is it not monstrous that 
the law should step in, and while keeping the landlord to his'side 
of the bargain should exempt the tenant from a portion of his, 
putting thereby a * premium on dishonesty ? Of course, it may 
be said that nobody in future would insert a condition which could 
not be enforced; but then, what is the result ? The l^dt^wner 
demands the full value of the land in order that by the additional 
rent he may i)rotect himself from the consequences of the claim 
for compensation, and then who benefits ? Not the tenant, and 
not the landlord. The former pays more for his land, the latter 
is harassed by this ridiculous restriction, and both are possibly 
involved in costly litigation, in which case the gainer is neither 
the owner nor the occupier, but the outsider in the shape of the 
professional man employed. Surely the interference between 
two presumably sane persons in the arrangement of what is entirely 
their own business is as unstatesmanlike as it is vexatious and 
shortsighted. I am well aware that in the late Sir William 
Harcourt’s Hares and Eabbits Bill freedom of contract was in 
the same manner made illegal; but two wrongs cro.hot make one 
right, and it is an open question whether that measure has conferred 
any benefit on the tenant farmer. I know of farms much injured 
by the rabbits which the tenants have preserved—not merely the 
crops injured, but the value of the farm for many years to come, 
from the fences having been practically destroyed. But unjust, 
unnecessary, and absurd as the clause to which I have referred 
undoubtedly is, there is another equally unfair and far md^e 

dangerous. I refer to Clause 5, which says— 

• 

Where the lan«31ori] unreasonably and without good and sufficient cause 
terminates or refuses to grant a renewal of the tenancy, or unreasonably and 
without due and sufficient cause requires more onerous conditions as terms of 
such renewal, the tenant on quitting the holding shall be ^titled to compensa¬ 
tion for disturbance, any agreement to the contrary notwithstanding, which 
shall mean, in addition to any compensation due to the tenant for improvements 
under any Act or agreement, a further cornpensation in respect to the loss which 
shall be sustained by the tenant by reason of quitting the holding. 
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The clause goes on to say that in the event of any difference 
arising as to the reasonableness or insufficiency of the cause of 
removal, or as to the amount of compensation, the matter shall be 
settled by an arbitrator. ^ 

Comment seems almost superfluous on such a proposal. In the 
first place, what one arbitrator may think ‘ reasonable and sufficient 
cause,’ another may deem entirely insufficient and frivolous; and, 
in the second place, if an owner is bound to renew a lease when it 
falls in, under pain of paying a large sum in compensation, it is obvious 
that he can no longer be said to be the sole owner of the land in 
question, and the pernicious system of dual ownership which has 
worked so disastrously in Iceland is established in this country. 
Again, it should be noticed that the landlord cannot make an agree¬ 
ment with the tenant even if the latter is willing to contract out of 
this absurdly unjust enactment. It will be noticed also that for 
many improvements, such as repairs to the buildings, draining, water- 
schemes, &c., the consent of the landlord is not necessary (Clause 7), 
though v^en the tenant leaves the farm the unfortunate landlord is 
in any case obliged to pay for them (Clause 1). When one reads 
such proposals as these—proposals which can only be made in order 
to protect bad tenants from the results of their own negligence at 
the expense of the owner of the soil, or out of spite to a class which 
has always been Conservative in politics—it cannot surprise any 
thoughtful person that the mere threat of legislation so revolutionary 
and so grossly unfair is causing alarm throughout the country. It is 
felt that a power will be put in the hand of the unscrupulous tenant 
by which he may always wring from his landlord compensation for 
so-called unreasonable disturbance. He will reason in this way: 
‘ I am anxious to give up the farm now. If I give my landlord notice, 
I shall only gej^compensation for unexhausted improvements which 
I have effected; but if I compel Mm by making myself obnoxious 
(which I can do in many ways—about the game, for instance), and 
oblige Mm to give me notice in sheer self-defence, then I shall get 
additional compensation for disturbance, as I can always pose as 
the poor man anxious not to leave the homestead, which I have 
became attached to, and where I have been so long, &c.’ Of course, 
there fre thousands of honest tenant farmers who would scorn such 
reasoning; but, on the other hand, there are bad tenants as well as 
bad landlords, and to the former, by this Bill, a weapon is given of 
which they will certainly not fail to take advantage. 

Of course, the first effect of such legislation, by curtailing the 
rights of landowners and diminishing the amenities of the posses¬ 
sion of land, will be to depreciate its value, and if this is the case— 
and competent authorities estimate the depreciation at from 25 to 
30 per cent.—one of the first things which will occur will be that 
where there are mortgages on a property, and the margin is not 
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large, the mortgagees will foreclose, and ancient inheritances which 
have been the pride and pleasure of generations of English country 
gentlemen will pass for ever into the hands of strangers, or, no longer 
the sources of hospitality and charity, but closed and deserted, will 
remain as examples of what practical harm ignorant and spiteful 
legislation can accomplish; while in the case of the estate with few 
or no encumbrances, whose owner can afford fo look upon land 
merely as a luxury, the obvious course will be for him to take the 
whole or a large portion of the property into his own hands, giving 
notice to the tenants, for the law does not allow him to make a bar¬ 
gain with them, however willing both parties might be to do so, and 
in this case the tenants will indeed a'^praise at its proper value such 
grandmotherly legislation. 

To some this may seem an exaggerated picture, and no doubt 
these results would not be at once apparent were the Bill to "pass 
to-morrow; but I am firmly of opinion that a measure of this sort, 
combined with the Finance Act of the late Sir William Harcourt, • 
will hit the landed interest very hard indeed. Of courser there is a 
certain class of Radical who wishes for nothing better than to do 
this; but does the country wish it ? Do the 7,000,000 who voted at 
the last General Election for the Unionist party (as compared with 
the 7,500,000 who voted for the Radicals) wish it ? And, lastly, do 
the tenant farmers, for whose benefit the Bill is supposed to be in¬ 
tended, do they wish it ? 

That is a question about which personally I have no doubts what¬ 
ever. The bulk and vast majority of the people in these islands 
do not wish to see any injustice perpetrated or any real hardship 
inflicted on any class in the community, and certainly legislation 
which introduces discord where harmony existed before, which remedies 
no real grievance, and which can only cause ill-feelij[}y and litigation, 
is the last thing which honest, fair-minded English «ien and women 
wish to see effected. But how can they now make their wishes felt 
on this and other kindred topics ? However disappointed they may 
be, however horrified at the actions of the present Government, they 
are almost powerless until a General Election gives them an oppor¬ 
tunity of recording their opinions. Can it be wondered at^that 
confidence is sorely shaken, and that daily is growing up an anxious 
fear as to what interest, what species of property is safe ? Property 
in land is of all property that which forms the very basis of society. 
Besides private owners, thousands of pounds which represent the 
hardly-earned savings of, working men are invested in it, particularly ' 
in the north. Many hospitals draw their incorijje from this source. 
Any violent depreciation in its value will affect injuriously thousands 
of people who never before realised the extent to which their interests 
were involved in that species of fkroperty, which they are taught by 
Radical agitators to consider as a luxury, unjustly the almost exclu- 
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sive property of the rich. But even if this were the case, if land 
belonged exclusively to a very small and privileged class, would that 
be the least excuse for Bills of this nature 1 If so, we shall soon h'ave 
'measures of confiscation and robbery justified on the ground that, 
after all, only a comparatively small number are to be rpbbed, that 
the weak must go to the wall, or, to quote the present Prime Minister, 
‘ that minorities inust sufier.’ One bulwark, and one only, still, 
remains to protect the country from such calamities. The House of 
Lords still has the power, if it choose ito exert it, to amend or to 
veto such legislation. That it will have the courage of its convic¬ 
tions and amend or veto the Land Tenure Bill and all such measures 
imtil the Government are forced to appeal to the country is ap¬ 
parently the only solution of the problem; but ah must agree that 
it is a most imfortunate one, and that there should be a quarrel 
between the two Houses would be almost a national misfortune. 
But it appears to be the lesser of two evils, by far the greater being 
that the House of Lords should give way, fearing worse things to come, 
and that it should accept the position that the late Lord Salisbury 
sarcastically defined as acting like a paid clerk to say ‘ Amen ’ to the 
decisions of the House of Commons. May we never see such a 
spectacle! At the same time it must in fairness be allowed that 
there is a measure of truth in the assertion often made by the Liberal 
party that the House of Lords passes any Bill, however Radical, if 
initiated by a Conservative Government, and throws out any Bill 
which a Radical Government sends up for its consideration. This, 
no doubt, is rather an over-statement of the case, but few can deny 
it entirely. It is one of the results of our system of party govern¬ 
ment, which obliges both parties to play to the gallery, and tempts 
them to shelter themselves imder platitudes as to the necessity of 
‘ marching with the times, &c.,’ in order to make the party to which 
they belong popular at all costs. Let us hope that one of these days 
will arise a National party composed of sensible men drawn from 
both great parties in the State, whose leaders will not be mere politi¬ 
cians, however adroit, but will be statesmen who will, by putting 
principle before party, by showing an unbending and unbroken front 
to all Socialistic proposals, reassure that large and growing body of 
opinioti which feels that unless a policy is adopted which shall not 
only be strictly fair and honest, but. also definite and constructive, 
a policy which shall turn men’s thoughts and energies from meddling 
with each other’s property to larger and more Imperial questions, 
we shall soon lose not only our great position in the councils of the 
world, and much that is historic and valuable in our home and par¬ 
ticularly in our country life, but also that great asset in the forces of 
an Empire, a possession without which it cannot prosper, national 
confidence. « 


Robert Grest.ey. 
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Dalhousje University holds a commanding position, which is the 
natural result of its owr efforts. The sectarian places of education 
of Nova Scotia are the (Church of England) King’s (^lle^e, the 
(Roman Catholic) College at Antigonish, the Methodist Seminary at 
Sackville (actually in New Brunswick), and the very fine (Baptist) 
Seminary at Wolfville. It has been left to the Presbyterians to lay 
down, and sternly act upon, the sound university principles of non- 
sectarian, non-political governance ; and, in consequence, Dalhousie 
stands a head and shoulders above all other degree-granting institu¬ 
tions in Nova Scotia. A man’s religion is the last thing that they 
inquire about in the university. Nor is this latitudinarianism. 
According to the Dalhousie view, it is a poor compliment to the training 
of childhood and youth to assume that a man’s religious views are so 
shaky that he cannot be trusted in manhood without a priest at his 
elbow. 

One says ‘ degree-granting institutions ’ becauS^t is difiicult to 
describe them otherwise. Dalhousie itself is described on its oflB.cial 
calendar as ‘ College and University.’ According to English views it 
can hardly be both ; or, rather, the greater includes the less. We 
think in England (and perhaps correctly) that the stately privilege 
of granting degrees ought to be enjoyed by universities only. On 
this side of the Atlantic the English view is hardly tenable, because 
numerous bodies of little note or distinction are entitled to call tliem- 
selves universities. There is, therefore, a great deal to be said for the 
view that the public must look out for itself. The Dalliousie attitude 

of mind would {f^pear to be this : 

• 

If our principles are sound (as wo believe that they^ro) and our system is 
adequate and sincere, the natural result will be that our degree will rank 
higliest in the Maritime rrovinccs. If other degrees are more sought for, it 
will be because we have fallen away frejin our principles, or because others have 
surpassed us. Meanwhile every hoTiso in the place may call itself a university 
and grant degrees, so far as we are concerned. 

765 
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This is a lofty tone to adopt, and Dalhousie has reaped the material 
advantage which does not always follow the adoption of a lofty tone. 
The present ‘ University ’ began its career on the ‘ Parade,’ in the 
biuldings now occupied,by the City Building—^thc Guildhall of Hahfax, 
It then moved to its present site between Morris Street.and Spring 
Garden Road, and of course the usual wiseacres were not wanting 
who said : ‘ You wifi never want a b,uilding of that size.’ That building 
is now crammed with eager students. ‘ What to do next ? ’ is the 
pressing cry. ‘ Shall we add to our puesent building ? or shall we 
move to a more ornamental site ? In either case we want three 
hundred thousand dollars at once.’ One often hears the present 
site decried on the ground of its^ugliness. In fact it resembles Mason 
College at Birmingham ; but as it stands in the midst of a vast open 
space 'its bareness is more apparent. Ugly or not, no university 
depends on its architect for its prosperity. Brains, not bricks, make 
a successful xiniversity, so Dalhousie need fear nothing. 

The austere academical tone of the University finds expression 
in the deliberate maintenance of a mutilated faculty. It is possible to 
obtain the degrees of Bachelor and Master of Arts, but not the degree of 
Doctor. A Master of Arts who desires his Doctorate—that natural goal 
of a lettered man’s ambition—must emigrate. With belligerent modesty 
Dalhousie says that it is better for the ambitious student to see some¬ 
thing of a wide university life. It goes further, and maintains that it 
is incompetent to supervise studies for a Doctorate. The first self- 
denying ordinance may stand, but a protest must really be entered 
against the second. In one subject, at least—history—much classical 
work remains to be done in connection with the gates of Canada, while 
in the sister-study of geography part of Newfoundland is still marked 
unexplored. ' 

As touching^istory, there appears to be no organised course of 
study bearing upon the British Empire. The fall of the Roman 
Empire, and the Empire of Alexander, are thrilling romances; but 
they seem a little ‘ remote,’ even in the Old World. Surely, in the 
New World, subjects of the British Empire would find the British 
Empire a more grave and profitable study. At the present moment, 
the University is taking the lead in a move of great importance, and is 
determined to bring the work of the schools into direct line mth the 
woAc of the University. Much attention is paid (perhaps deservedly) 
to Latin grammar; less attention to the study of history. Yet the 
latter subject has merit; considerable merit, even as a means of training 
young minds to think and express their thoughts! We find that 
from fifteen to sixteen a young Nova Scotian will be studying 
‘ Canadian History,'^ from sixteen to seventeen ‘ British History,’ 
and from seventeen to eighteen ‘ Ancient History.’ When he enters 
the University he spends the first year over ‘ Medieeval and Modem 
History to 1555,’ the second year over ‘ Modern History from 1555,’ 
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and the third year over ‘English History from 1603 to 1688,’ A 
graduate who survives this mental steeplechase cannot complain. He 
has been made acquainted with narrative history in six aspects; if 
none of these appeal to him, he can have no historical aptitude. But « 
why ignore the British Empire 1 

The University has 343 students. It draws upon the population 
of Nova Scotia (with Cape Breton) and Prince Edward Island ; say 
400,000 souls. For reasons social anfl political, Newfoundland remains 
without the charmed circle of,Dalhousie influence, and looks rather 
towards England. Academic emigrants find their way to Harvard 
or Johns Hopkins ; to anywhere rather than to Oxford or Cambridge. 
In England, 1,000,OCX) is the recognisf-d Privy Council University 
unit of population, but Dalhousie will have doubled its size long before 
the Maritime Provinces will have doubled their population. • 

At the present moment Halifax (and Nova Scotia) are depressed 
by the withdrawal erf the British naval and military forces. Every¬ 
body was sorry to see them go ; presumably there were sound service 
reasons for taking this important step. With respect to the Ujjivearsity 
the point is that the country now finds itself face to face with the 
serious problem of the Army. The day of paid armies is over; any 
country which hopes to hold its own must make its army a national 
affair, and not a highly technical profession reserved for the pursuit 
of a few experts. In this direction the University is already moving. 
The powerful Faculty of Engineering proposes to invite its students to 
enrol themselves as a corps of communication engineers. In time of 
war the highly complicated field-engineering would still remain to be 
done by a corps of experts ; but a com 7 )act body of competent engineers 
of communication would be immediately available. The scheme 
is hardly elaborated as yet. It is an excellent example of the freedom 
of action secured by the adoption of sound university principles. It 
is also an example of the initiative and intelligence of Jialhousie and 
of its determination to take the lead in all matters which bring together 
Life and Learning. 

It would not be right to omit King’s College from this notice of 
the university system of the Maritime Provinces. ‘ King’s ’ claims 
primatial rank by virtue of its antiquity and its royal charter. There 
no denying either the onij or the other ; but, at the present moment, 
it has more teachers than students. All Churchmen feel its position 
and regret it; they mean to struggle on, and to rival, if possible, 
Dalhousie. Courage always commands respefit, and it can achieve 
much when allied •with common sense. What, then, can ‘ King’s ’ 
do, to extricate itself from its present absurd po.sition;? Perhaps the 
two following letters may help us, by explaining how it contrived 
to lose all the advantages which might have been expected to accrue 
from august patronage and a long start. 
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( 1 ) 

King’s CoU., Dec. 20,1810. 

Dear Sir, —Being under the necessity of attending a marriage at Newport 
on Tuesda}' next, I fear it will not be in my power, in the present state* of the 
roads, to reach Halifax.in tim^ for the meeting on Wednesday. I will therefore 
trouble you to make this apology for my absence. 

I am, etc., 

Charles Porter. 

J. "W. Nutting, E.sq., Secretary. ‘ 


( 2 ) , 

My dear Sir, —Though Dr. Porter’s note requires no answer, I should not 
be sorry that he knew my candid opinion that there is no individual in this 
Province whose marriage ceremony ought to have interfered with an appointed 
meeting of the Governors for the interest of the College of which Dr. P. himself 
is the head, and ought to be the most warmly interested friend. 

I very sincerely regret that I can see no such feeling either in the President 
or Vice-President. 

Yours very truly, 

Dalhousie. 

Gov. House, 6 Jan’y 1820. 

' Mir. Nutting. 

We all know the type of Don represented by Dr. Porter; unfor¬ 
tunately his indolence, insolence, and (too often) ignorance have been 
long revered by Enghshmen as qualities appropriate to the dignity 
of learning. It would be too much to say of Dr. Porter that he ‘ made 
a mistake ’ in treating Lord Dalhousie to a specimen of his abominable 
manners; for men of his type do not think of the institutions whose 
interests they are appointed to supervise ; they think only of them¬ 
selves, and the immediate result was that Lord Dalhousie gave up all 
idea of interesting himself in ‘ King’s,’ and (four montlis later) laid 
the corner-stone of ‘ Dalhousie ’ on the parade ground of^Halifax. 

Thus tb,<LJead in university matters passed away from King’s, and 
it would seem as though the day for a sectarian university were gone 
for ever. Nevertheless, if King’s desires to persist, it may take 
comfort from the contemplation of the stately and prosperous Baptist 
University of Wolfville, only twenty miles from Windsor, in which 
latter town King’s is appropriately situated. To be the opposite of 
‘.indolent, ignorant, and insolent’; to back their own men through 
life instead of neglecting and repulsing them ; to take care that tE(5 
heads of school and college are ‘ King’s ’ men by training—these are 
the commonplace but efficacious measures by which ‘King’s’ may 
slowly make a considerable position for itself. If it needs any more 
lessons in failure, it can study King’s College and School, London. 

The constitutjpn of Dalhousie is a pure oligarchy ; the constitution 
of U.N.B. is a nightmare. ‘ U.N.B.’ is the popular contraction of 
‘ University of New Brunswick,’ situated at Fredericton, the capital 
of the province. The building is comely; it might be a French 
chateau, somewhat bare of external ornament. It stands on a lull in 
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a pretty park. The institution is Government-supported, and enjoys 
all the disadvantages of Government control without any of the 
adv&ntages. It was once a Church foundation, but it has become 
non-sectarian, though It has to face the ,keen rivalry of the famous' 
Methodist University of Sackville. 

The best friends of Fredericton University will not quarrel with 
the statement that it is, at present,-deplorably weak ; the supporters 
of Sackville will probably admit that the rivalry of Sackville is the 
core of the question—how to*improve the University of New Bruns¬ 
wick ? 

Since ‘ Fredericton ’ (to use an incorrect but more manageable 
title) is a Government University, the hatural suggestion is, ‘ Increase 
the Government grant.’ No doubt; but ‘ Government ’ is not a 
separate entity; the Methodist Connexion is strongly represented 
in the House, and it can, and does, effectually prevent further Govern¬ 
ment help being given to Fredericton unless it is given to Sackville 
at the same time. Even if it were not rather absurd for a Govern¬ 
ment to subsidise two universities in one province with haM* a million 
inhabitants, the burden would probably prove to be excessive for 
the taxpayer. 

The attitude of Sackville is intelligible, if perhaps somewhat 
exacting. I’he founders of their University paid for it, and have since 
maintained it as a protest against the (diurch bias of Fredericton; 
they do not wish to see their foundation subside into an annexe of 
its rival. A question often asked, and never answered, is : ‘ When 
you have strangled Fredericton, what are you going to do next ? ’ This 
point-blank inquiry is always evaded by the answer ; ‘We do not 
wish to strangle Fredericton.’ If that is so, however, there is no 
sense in the present attitude of Sackville. Assuming, then, that 
Sack\'ille succeeds (and it always has succeeded«Jai4herto), what 
next ? Can Sackville become the leading university*of New Bruns¬ 
wick ? Hardly; its geographical position forbids. It is situated 
in the extreme south-east of the province, and is almost in Nova 
Scotia. It therefore draws with case on the Methodist population 
of Nova Scotia and Prince Edward Island, while, being actually in 
_New Bnmswick, it is ideally placed as a theological college foj~.the 
Maritime Provinces. For the University of New Brunswick it coidd 
hardly be worse placed. 

Moreover, Fredericton is a royal foundation, and the Government 
grant cannot be withdrawn, so that Sackville cannot destroy its 
rival; it can only attenuate him. Thus, if Fredericton wins in the 
long and strenuous race, the destiny of Sackville would seem to be 
that it should become a stronger and wealthier Wolfville (otherwise 
known as ‘ Acadia University ’). This would bo a very fine position, 
ensuring even a wider influence than that which it at present com¬ 
mands. It must be repeated that Fredericton is powerless to shake 
Yoi.. LX—No. 357 3 E 
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off Government control; but what it can do to popularise itself it has 
done ; it is not to-day distinctively a Church institution. 

If we now examine the machinery of the University we shall hardly 
wonder that the ship makes no way. There is a ‘ Senate ’ which 
is not an academical body ; the ‘ Chancellor ’ is not the Head of the 
University, but shares his authority with the ‘ President of the Senate,’ 
who is also Chief Superintendent of Education for the provinces, 
and, by a freak of fortune, an ex-President of Sackville. There is no 
Electorate, Court, or Council to represent popular control. There is 
one Faculty which grants two degrees, ‘ Arts ’ and ‘ Engineering,’ 
but it has no direct control over the policy of the University. Over 
all the province hangs the impending shadow of McGill, whose prestige 
is already great enough to depress even exuberant spirits in the 
Mariume Provinces. 

, The University has eight professors and 132 students ; the number 
of the latter is on the increase. ‘ History ’ is' an annexe of the 
*■ Classics ’ ; the history of the British Empire being ignored for the 
exce^Jent^reason that there is no money to pay for a professor of that 
subject, and of several otliers. The only substitute for money is 
enthusiasm, which cannot be bought with money. Failing money, 
enthusiasm, and re-organisation, Fredericton will remain theMicawber 
of Canada. 

Walter Frewen Lord. 

Jliviere du Loup: 

31s< August, 190G. 
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Why is it that the Frenchwomen of the salons of the seventeenth and 
eighteenth centuries were so celebrated ? Because they were the 
most superb hostesses the world has ever known, and because tMBy 
inspired men. 

Now in what lay the supreme art of these queens of entertainers 1 
They did not give music to their guests, not always dinner or supper, 
(some were too poor for this); most of them were neither young 
nor beautiful; they were not well or thoroughly educated as a rule, 
and some were by no means rich. One of them was blind. Yet, 
whether they were rich or poor, old or young, pretty or plain, well- 
educated or ill-educated, they were great social queens, whom it 
was a privilege to know, and the entree to whose salons was regarded 
as the hall-mark of distinction and merit, where the guests were 
sure to be happy, cheered, soothed, stimulated and' admired. The 
secret of the success of these great women, (for they were great in a 
small world), was that they possessed the supreme qualities of tact, 
charm, and sympathy—qualities of the soul which enabled them to 
draw out all that was best, finest, noblest in men. Tk;y appealed 
to the inner man and not merely to the senses. To do this in per¬ 
fection required the most exquisite gifts of mind and heart. No 
fool could possibly do it. Beauty, riches, birth, rank, all admirable 
adjuncts it is true, were of no avail without the spiritual force which 
enabled these women to illuminate the spirit of their guests. In 
proportion as they possessed this spiritual force, their power aKd 
influence existed. • , 

Shenstone says, ‘ There is a quality in which no woman in the 
world can compete with a Frenchwoman, it is tjie power of intellectual 
irritation. She will draw wit out of a fool.’ If of a fool, then how 
much more of the really .gifted! Now the women of the salons 
possessed this quality of intellectual irritation in a superlative degree. 
They never tried to show off their own cleverness, but always the 
cleverness of others. With this object in view, they led the conversa¬ 
tion, putting in an adroit question or'remark occasionally, but always 
with the idea of leading up to the special subject and displaying the 

’ 771 3 H 2 
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talents peculiar to each man present. The French have always 
excelled in conversation, but Madame do Stael said that no one who 
had not heard it before the Great Revolution of 1789 could know 
what conversation really was. 

It was Madame de Rambouillet who originated the salon, and made 
it the power it was for 250 years. It was in her salon that the custom 
originated of authors (who until then were poor, and more or less 
miserable and despised) reading out their poems to the assembled 
guests. Such a thing had never been seen before, of literary men being 
received as equals by the great world, after being gently taught good 
manners, encouraged to stand upright, instead of humbly bending 
their backs; of boldly expressing their opinion^, instead of speaking 
‘ with bated breath and whispering humbleness,’ thankful even for 
kicks, if they were allowed to pick up the crumbs which fell from the 
rich man’s table. It was in this salon that the works of Corneille 
were first discussed and appreciated, although it must be confessed 
that the great man was a fearful bore in the salon, and read his own 
plays abominably. Fenelon was one of its chief ornaments. It 
was here too that Bossuet, at the age of seventeen, improvised a 
magnificent discourse one evening on a given subject that held the 
company spellbound to midnight. ‘ I have never heard anyone preach 
so early or so late,’ said the witty Voiture. 

Let us alw^ays honour Madame de Rambouillet for being the first 
of the Noblesse to admit into her magnificent hotel—which she 
designed herself, by-the-by—men, who for the first time enjoyed 
the sweets of consideration, gentleness, and peace. Voiture, Esprit, 
Malherbe, the Laureate of the salon, who always remained boorish, 
‘ a toothless gallant, always spitting,’ in spite of every polite influence, 
but who wrote excellent poetry; Marin, who wrote a jlbem of 45,(XX) 
verses called \ Adonis ’; Chapclain, who wrote La Pueelle, and who 
was shabby ahd dirty to the last in spite of all the efforts of the Marquise 
to reform him, but who was an encyclopaedia of knowledge and con¬ 
sulted by the savants of every country in Europe; Menage, Conrart, 
the first perpetual secretary of the Academic Fran^aise ; Godeau, the 
dashing little gallant; Colletet, the clever drunkard, besides the greater 
fights of Corneille, Fenelon, Bossuet, Balzac {not Honore de), Richelieu, 
Conde, Pascal, Arnauld and La Rochefoticauld. Literary merit all 
must have, or they were not admitted. This was the distinguishing 
feature of the salon. Possessing this, Madame drew them all in, 
compelled the frivolous to consider serious things, and the pedants 
to remember they were men first and authors afterwards, and also 
that there is a light side of life as well as a solid one, that the gazelle 
has its uses as well as the elephant. For thirty years in her historic 
Salon Bleu she held her Court. She turned refinement into a fine 
art, and all of talent, wit or birth, who came in contact with her, were 
impressed by it. She had exquisitely refined tastes, and possessed 
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a Greek love of beauty in all its forms. She was adored as a model 
of courtesy, wisdom, knowledge and sweetness. 

It Vas in Madame de Rambouillet’s salon that the French language, 
as at present spoken, was first brought to Qompletion and perfection. 
It had been corrupted by many ignoble modes of speech, and there 
was an excessive amount of Rabelaisian coarseness, which Madame 
de Rambouillet and her prcciemes determined to put down. That 
this eventually led, after many years, to affectation, we know. But 
even this had its uses in inspiring Molioue to write his wittily sarcastic 
comedies, Les Pn'ckuses Ridicules and Les Femmes Savantes, which 
hold the stage even now, and have contributed to the gaiety of nations. 
The affectations passed away, the goodfresults in purifying the most 
fascinating language in the world remain to this day. 

As regards the purification of manners, this salon has been called 
‘ the cradle of good manners in France,’ and well it deserved the title. 
I cannot give instances of the worst cases of bad manners even amongst 
the great ones of the Court, but I will mention a few of the less gross 
cases, which are quite bad enough. The Comte de Bregis, at* da*ce, 
once received ji slap from his partner, and retaliated by pulling her 
hair down in the middle of the banquet. At supper, at a big recep¬ 
tion, the Marquis de la C!ase seized a leg of mutton from a dish and 
beat a lady on the head with it, and smeared her dress with gravy. 
The lady treated it as a huge joke. 

At the Court of Louis the Thirteenth the people were sometimes 
admitted to have the inestimable privilege of seeing the King dine. 
One day a young woman stared at him too fixedly, he thought; so he 
took a mouthful of wine, and squirted it all over her bare throat 
and bosom. The precieuses compelled men to treat them with 
decency, and to respect their sex by selecting topics of conversation 
fit for the cars of civihsed women. It was a mighly en^,rpri3e, and 
no one can measure the transformation they effected in mann.er3 
without making a minute examination of the indecency of the day, 
which is not edifying reading, especially for the young, so I should 
advise it to be taken as read. 

Even La Grande Mademoiselle, niece of Louis the Thirteenth, 
destined herself later on to hold a salon of no mean influence, heii^s 
to vast wealth and estates^ the heroine of the Fronde, who fired the 
cannon from the Bastille, and saved the great Conde from destruc¬ 
tion, first learnt good manners at Madame de Rambouillet’s, and was 
thankfid for it. At first she was a regular dragoon in petticoats, 
and swore like a Cossack. She threatened to tear out the beard of 
the Marechal de I’Hbpital with her own hands, and Ijer ladies followed 
suit in roughness and brutality. La Grande Mademoiselle ended by 
adoring Madame de Rambouillet, and set the example in her own salon 
of good manners and refinement. It was she who first introduced 
the fashion of writing sketches of the characters of the people around 
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her, always so popular with the French, and so admirably treated 
by La Bruy ere in his Caracthes (now a classic), and in more modern 
times by that most accomplished writer and critic Sainte-Heuve. 
Madame de Vervins ckilled. one of her servants by excessive beating, 
and the people of Paris sacked her palace for it. 

I quote as an example of the bad manners of man to man the cele¬ 
brated Due d’^lpernon, who, when discussing ofl&cial affairs with the 
Archbishop of Bordeaux, hit him in the face with his fist, and gave him 
several cuts with his cane. >- *• 

It was in Madame de Rambouillet’s salon that the celebrated French 
Academy first saw the light. Richelieu issued letters patent entitling 
it to call itself ‘The French'Academy, because ^its express purpose 
was to preserve and improve the French language.’ The French 
Academy still exercises the same protective influence on French 
lahguage and literature. 

To the salon of Mademoiselle de Scudery, the authoress of many 
ten-volume novels, and who was a perfect encyclopaedia of knowledge, 
I cavi only briefly allude, but at her celebrated Samedis (which we 
should now call her at-home days) the grand monde and the literary 
world thronged as they used to do at her great predecessor’s. She 
was never good-looking, but was endowed with charm as well as 
talents. She refused many offers of marriage, and died at the age of 
ninety-four, with the reputation of never deserting a friend, and 
notably the great Conde’s family after the reverses of the Fronde. 
Amongst her friends were Madame de Sable, a celebrated saloniere 
herself; the Marquis de Montausier and his wife, who was the 
celebrated Julie d’Angennes, daughter of Madame de Rambouillet; 
La Rochefoucauld, Madame La Fayette, Madame de Sevigne, 
Madame Scarron, one day to be the wife of Louis thd Fourteenth, 
known as fMadarae de Maintenon; the witty Madame Cornuel, 
who called the eight Generals appointed after the death of Turenne 
‘la petite monnaie pour Turenne,’ and also said of our James the 
Second ‘ that the Holy Spirit had eaten up all his understanding,’ 
and many more. The tenth Muse, as Mademoiselle de Scudery was 
called, seems to have had a very happy, cheery nature, free from 
th*^ pessimism which darkened the minds of so many of her sister 
s^loA-holders. 

Of Madame de Sevigne, another salon-holder, Mademoiselle de 
Scudery wrote: ‘ She inspires affection in all hearts that are capable 
of feeling it. Nobody else has ever better known the art of being 
graceful without affectation, witty withojit malice, modest without 
constraint, and ’vfirtuous without severity.’ Madame de Sevigne’s 
great passion was for her daughter, Madame de Grignan, a beautiful, 
odious creature, who was as much disliked as her mother was adored, 
and who left her mother to die of smallpox alone, for fear of catching 
the infection. It was to this daughter she wrote those thirty years 
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of incomparable letters, celebrated as the most delightful and 
spirituelles epistles even a Frenchwoman ever produced. 

Space does not allow allusion to the host of minor salons that soon 
sprang up, interesting ^s these were. W,e must pass on rapidly to ' 
the great ones of the eighteenth century, and first of all to that of the 
Marquise Du Deflfand, Not well educated, and married very young 
to a man ‘ with whom she had nothing in common,’ *she at first drifted 
into the dissolute set of the Regent, and was introduced to his ‘ petits 
soupers,’ but she was too go®d for Inm, and soon wearied a mere 
sensualist. She seems early to have been disillusioned with society 
and hfe. Ennui followed her steps all her days. It was not until 
she was well over fifty that she opened IfCr salon, which at once became 
a noted centre for the great ones of the earth. D’Alembert, Montes¬ 
quieu, Pont de Veyle, Chevalier d’Aydie, Froment, La Harpe, *Mar- 
montcl, Dorat, Saurin, Beaumarchais, Edward Gibbon, Fox, Burice, 
Horace Walpole, and many other men of letters frequented her salon. 
Yet she said later : ‘ I ha\e seen many savants and men of letters; 

I have not found their society delightful.’ Brilliant, fascinating, 
charming, restless, eager, sceptical, and saturated by the free-thinking 
spirit of her age, she seems all her life to have been as a ship without 
a rudder. She desired to be religious, as the state of the greatest 
happiness in the world, but with her sceptical nature it was impossible. 

She was not the lifelong friend of Voltaire for nothing. She herself 
has been dubbed ‘ La femme Voltaire.’ The President Hcrault loved 
her all his life. All her unhappiness lay in the fact that she could not 
love, she could not forget herself, and could not believe her friends 
loved her, judging from the lack of love in her own heart. Although 
surrounded by adoring friends to extreme old age, she always doubted 
their love for her, and made herself wretched by her cold, dry, sceptical 
spirit. She loved with her head rather than her heart.* She lacked 
what modern people call temperament, and others a harder name. 
She allowed her cold analytical spirit to spoil all her belief in goodness 
and disinterestedness. Yet she, who doubted the friendship of all 
her friends to herself, was ever a warm and devoted friend of others. 

It was her misfortune, not her fault, she could not love. In 1751 
she became totally blind, and this was the direct cause of anq^her 
future famous salon-holder coming on the scene. Mademoiselle de 
I’Espinasse. An illegitimate daughter of a great lady, whose half- 
brother and half-sister embittered her life, she was very glad to accept 
an offer from Madame Du Deffand to become her companion and 
reader. Madame Du Demand warned her before she came to her, 
that she could not brook the smallest deceit or, unstraightforward 
conduct. The two women lived together for ten years, at first with 
contentment, but afterwards with difficulty, which led to an open 
rupture. Madame Du Deffand waS accustomed to turn night into 
day, and consequently kept her bedroom until six o’clock in the 
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evening ; then she descended to her salon. One day, on coming down 
earlier than usual, she found Mademoiselle de I’Espinasse holding a 
salon of her own, which was frequented by the most celebrated men of 
. Madame Du Deffand’s set. Loud were her outcries of ingratitude and 
deceit, and not without reason. The two women parted for ever. The 
friends of Mademoiselle de I’Espinasse, who was almost entirely without 
means, ensured her a small pension, and then the celebrated salon in the 
Rue Belle Chasse was opened, and the triumphs of ten wonderful 
years began. Madame Du De|fand toljl her great friend D'Alembert,, 
the chief ornament of her salon, he must choose between her and 
Mademoiselle de I’Espinasse, and he went over to the younger woman, 
whom he loved with passionate devotion, and whose premature death, 
ten years later, practically killed him. 

In 1765, when Madame Du Deffand was sixty-eight years of age, 
sha made the acquaintance of Horace Walpole, son of the English 
Prime Minister, and who strongly resembled he'rself in tastes and 
character, with one notable exception—that he was never bored, and 
was interested in everytliing around him. The warmest possible 
friendship sprang up between this accomplished man of the world 
and the famous Marquise, and on her side this friendship developed into 
passionate love. She loved him with the whole pent-up passion of a 
lifetime. Nature has curious ways of avenging herself for self-suppres¬ 
sion or retarded development. Horace Walpole was under fifty years 
of age, and although as devoted in spirit as a man of his stamp could 
be to the blind, sad, but still brilliant woman, he was terribly afraid 
of being ridiculed for the love a woman over sixty bore him, but at 
the same time he never allowed this fear to make him brutal to her, 
to quench the friendshij) he felt for her, or his delighted appreciation 
of her society. The two had the very strongest mental affinity for 
each other, and it was a cruel stroke of fate not to allow them to meet 
earlier in life. .Oh! the pity of it, that everything in life comes too 
late ! Horace Walpole never married (he lived to the age of eighty), 
and there is no doubt no woman ever affected him or charmed liim as 
much as the Marquise Du Deffand. Her letters to him, filling two 
thick volumes (of course dictated to her faithful secretary Wiart), 
are most interesting and wonderful reading, only surpassed in their 
turn liy those of Mademoiselle de I’E-spinassa to the Comte de Guibert. 
CoUrted to the last of her long-life .by the finest society in France, 
Europe and England, Madame; Du Deffand was devoured to the last 
by ennui, and is a striking instance of the futility of charm and 
inteUigence to give personal happiness, unless combined with religion, 
or a strong sense of^duty to humanity. 

Vous voulez [she wrote to ''Walpole] que j’esperc vivre quatre-vingt-dix ans ! 
Ah 1 Mon Dieu, quelle mauvaiso csperance 1 Ignorez-vous que je deteste la vie, 
que je me dfiteste d’avoir taut v4cu it que je ne me console point d'etre nde ? 
Je nc 3uis point faitc pour ce mondo-ci; je ne saia pas s’il y a un autre ; quel 
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qu'il puisse etrc, jo le crains. Vous etes on droit do me dire, ‘ Contentez-vous 
de VOU8 ennuyer, abstenez-vous d’ennuyer les autres.’ 

« 

Again: 

• • 

Je suie bien fdch^e d’etre ansei ignorante, d’avoir si mal ^levee, dc 
n’avoir aucun talent ou de n’etre pas bete et manger du foin. Cette derniero 
mani^re serait pcnt-etre la rneilleure; je m’ennnyerais moins, je dormirais 
micux, et je n'aurais pas de mauvaises digestions. 

Again: 

Mon Dieu 1 Mon Dieu ! qu’il y a peu de gens supportables, mais de gens qni 
plaisent il n’y en a point. Je trouve tout le ipondc detestable. 

• 

And this was said by the most courted, the most flattered, ajjd in 
spite of her faults, one of the most beloved women in a country 
where women have.always been most beloved and have always ^ad 
enormous influence. 

The Marquise suffered from malady of the soul with its ennui, 
egoism, doubt and despair, and which made her life so tlramatic, 
although it was entirely destitute of events. When her faithful 
secretary Wiart wept at her deathbed, she exclaimed, ‘ You love me, 
then!’ She died as she had lived, doubting. To Walpole she con¬ 
fided her pet dog, which got fat, and died of old age, at his house at 
Strawberry Hill. 

The malady of the soul of Mademoiselle dc I’Espinasse rendered 
her life still more tragic and insupportable, and killed her prematurely 
at the age of forty-three. Her passionate love for the Comte de 
Guibert, following immediately on the top of her equally profound 
feehng for the Marquis de Mora (son of the Spanish Ambassador to 
France), and who adored her, combined with the morbid remorse she 
felt at loving another while her first lover was dying, bhrnt out her 
life. Her letters to the Comte de Guibert are the most extraordinary 
monument to passion existing in any language. The intensity, 
power, and feverish height of this terrible passion cannot be sur¬ 
passed. Sainte-Beuve says that to-day ‘ Posterity classes the book 
in the series of immortal paintings and testimonies of passion, of 
which there is not so great a number that we cannot count tlftm. 
Amongst those of Sappho, Phaedra, Dido, Ariadne, Heloi'se, Man«n 
Lescaut, the letters of Mademoiselle de I’Espinasse are in the first 
rank.’ As a trait peculiarly French, it may be mentioned that these 
immortal letters to Monsieur de Guibert were published after his 
death by his wife. 

• 

Mon ami [Mademoiselle de I’Espinasse wrote], in the days when people 
believed in witchcraft, I should have explained all that you have mode me 
’ experience by saying that you had the po^wer to throw a spell over me. I owe 
it to you that I have tasted that pleasure which intoxicates the soul to the 
point of taking from it all feelings of pain and sorrow. 
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The Comte de Guibert, who was also the first love of another 
celebrated woman, Madame de Stael, was a brilliant society man, of 
great charm, of showy, superficial gifts, of whom great things* had 
been expected and predicted, but.which never came to pass. The 
Marquis de Mora was infinitely his superior, and Mademoiselle de 
I’Espinasse knew it. Both men were more than ten years her junior. 
She wrote to Monsieur de Guibert constantly of De Mora 

as the most tender, the most perfect, the most charming being who ever existed, 
who abandoned to me his soul, his thought, and all his existence. I still owe to 
him all that my heart can feel that is most consoling, most tender, regrets and 
tears. His prepossession, his passion for me raised me to his level. Mon Dieu ! 
how have I fallen! how sunken I am ! but he never knew it. 

And again: 

?rou have charmed me and rent my soul alternately. Never did I find you 
more lovable, more worthy of being loved ; and never have I been so penetrated 
with deep and poignant and bitter sorrow at the memory of M. de Mora. Why 
do you rend me and comfort me at the same moment ? Why this fatal mixture 
of pleasure and pain, of balm and passion ? 

All this acts with too much violence on a soul that passion and misfortune 
have overwrought; all this is completing the destruction of a body exhausted 
by illness and want of sleep. It is by you, or by Death that 1 must bo relieved, 
or cured for ever; all the world, all Nature, can do nothing for me. 

You think that there is no degree of passion beyond that I have shown you. 

1 answer that you know not everything, and that there arc no words to express 
tlie force of a passion which feeds itself on tears and remorse, and desires but 
two things—to love or to die. There is nothing of that in books, mon ami. 1 
spent an evening with you that would seem exaggerated if read in the pages of 
Prevost, the man who has best known all that passion has of sweet and terrible. 

Again, when she was dying : 

I would, mmi ami, that during the few days I have to live you should not 
pass a single 6ne without remembering that you are loved to madness by the 
most unhappy of" human beings. Mon ami, come and dine to-morrow with 
Madame Geoffrin. I have so little time to live that nothing you can do for me 
could have consequences in the future. Adieu ! I have company in my room. 
Ah! how irksome it is to live in society when one has but one thought. 

All the three years this passion was at this jiitch of frenzy and 
delkium, it was unknown to the world around her; even devoted 
D’Alftmbert, who loved her with the same passion she did De Guibert, 
and who resided in the same house (there were ten families in the 
house) with her, nevey suspected it. Every night she, the most 
celebrated woman in Paris, presided from 5 to 9 or 10 in her salon, 
where all that Paris had of the most illustrious invariably assembled. 
She was too poor to give her guests either dinner or supper, but she 
gave them that which was infinitely better, the very best social inter¬ 
course the world has ever known. Marmontel said : 

• 

Never was conversation more lively, more brilliant than at her house. The 
continued activity of her soul was communicated to our souls. The brains she 
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stirred at will were neither feeble nor frivolous; the Condillacs and Turgots 
were among them. D'Alombcrt was like a simple docile child beside her. Her 
taleni for casting out a thought and giving it for discussion to men of that class, 
her own talent for discussing it with precision, sometimes with eloquence ; her ^ 
talent for bringing forward new ideas, and varying the topic, with the facility 
and ease of a fairy—who with one touch of her wand can change the scene of 
her enchantment—those talents were not those of an ordinary woman. 

f 

Grimm says the same of her : * * 

that she knew how to unite the different styles of mind without appearing to 
make the slightest effort. No one knew better how to do the honours of her 
house. She put everyone in his place, and everyone was content with it. She 
had great knowledge of the world, and tha^ species of politeness which is the 
most agreeable —I me«,n that which has the tone of personal interest. 

Was she beautiful ? No, she was never that, and Grimm saicl her 
face was never young, but she had the greatest charm a face can have 
—a most varied and expressive comitenance. 

Up to the last she held her salon. Outwardly the charming, 
great, though suffering hostess, inwardly her life was all dsama»—not 
that of the stage, but the inexhaustible one of pure personal emotion 
and sensation. No wonder such a strain killed her. Her last words 
in her last letter to De Guibert were ‘ Adieu, mon ami ! If ever I 
returned to life, I would employ it in loving you—^but now there is no 
time.’ Her influence had been enormous. With the great D’Alem¬ 
bert., the chief of the Encyclopa?dists, and their perpetual secretary, 
one of the most celebrated men of the age, she could do as she pleased. 
She infl^uenced the election of the Academicians, and helped to inspire 
the Encyclopaedists in their efforts to reform society. But her chief 
interest to women especially hes in herself, in her birth, her unhappy 
life, above all her unhappy love. In reading her life one can truly 
reflect: ‘ Happy is the woman who has no Iiistory.’ * 

Another great salon-holder, outwardly cold, calm, and austere, 
but inwardly full of the deepest and most passionate feeling, was 
Madame Necker, wife of the celebrated Minister of State and financier, 
and mother of the famous Madame de Staol. She was one of the few 
great salon-holders who had all the gifts of the gods, youth, beauty, 
education, wealth, position, religion, a devoted and faithful hush&nd, 
an adoring child. Yet she was no happier than any of her celebrated 
predecessors, and seems to have inspired less love than any of them, 
and much more criticism. She was what Sainte-Beuve calls ‘ unc 
fleur transplantee.’ Strongly religious, (she was the daughter of a 
Swiss pastor), she was destined to be the hostess of free-thinkers 
and philosophers. Of austere life, and passionately devoted to her 
husband at a period when marital love was sneered at, she was sur¬ 
rounded by such brilliant profligates as the Abbe Gahani, Diderot, 
the incomparable mauvais sujet, follnder of the French Encyclopsedia, 
and the rest. Diderot, although always more at home with the 
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Bacchante than the Virgin, appreciated the purity of soul of Madame 
Necker, and criticised himself and his defects to her. Adoring her 
husband, she did not understand or fathom his nature, and passionately 
'deplored this, and whep he was more fully undei’stood by their brilliant 
and vivacious daughter, who worshipped both her parents equally, 
she wore herself out with passionate regrets and doubts about her 
capacity for retaiiling affection, qr as to the reality of the love they 
felt for her. There was a sombre jealousy, none the less real for being 
unacknowledged, of the affectiop of the, brilliant being, her daughter, 
and her husband. Madame Necker wanted to be all in all to those 
she loved. The melancholy and morbidity of this too conscientious 
creature, who forced herself ta do everything from a sense of duty, 
and not because she liked it, (she opened her salon for her husband’s 
sake),‘'were merely another development of that ennui which devoured 
the .souls of so many in that voluptuous age— Vennui, fils du 'pla.isir — 
and which, when idealised as with Madame Necker, turned to melan¬ 
choly, reverie, and extreme emotional sensibility. She and her husband 
were plmo^t unique examples, in that age, of virtue and passion in 
marriage, true disciples of another great Swiss, Rousseau, who never 
ceased talking of passion and virtue although he was incapable of 
feeling one or of practising the other. 

Madame Necker’s devoted friend of twenty years’ standing was 
Thomas, her greatest woman friend the exquisite little Ducliesse de 
Lauzun, grand-daughter of the Marechal de Luxembourg, in her day 
a fashionable saloniire. Another of her great friends was ]\Iadamc 
D’Houdetot, the friend of Rousseau, also Madame Geoffrin, who 
scolded her for her excessive sensibility—always a mark of friendship 
with the old lady—and who, when she came to see her, brought her 
comfortable chair with her. It appears that one day littte Germaine 
Necker beaL Madame Geoffrin because she wanted to sit in the 
chair herself. Madame Geoffrin took no offence, but, the next time 
she came, brought some bonbons for the child, and a whip for the 
mother. Madame Du Deffand also came occasionally, but she did 
not care for people who were too virtuous. She said of Necker that he 
was ‘ distrait et abstrait,’ was lacking in the quality which brings 
out t^e esprit of those with whom he spoke, so that one felt plus hHe 
with him than with anyone else, or with one’s self. He was therefore 
exactly the opposite of these women who held the salons. 

Madame Necker’s salon was more joyous later on, when her 
daughter Germaine’s brilliant genius and dominant personality 
enlivened it. Madame de Stael was the true daughter of the Neckers, 
both mentally and gpiritually, as well as in the flesh. She was un¬ 
doubtedly the greatest woman-genius the world ever produced, 
and the equal of the most intellectual men of her day. But I do not 
intend to dwell long on her to-day. She would require a whole paper 
to herself. She exerted an enormous influence by her ideas and 
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writings. She was the pioneer of modern history. She introduced 
Germany and Italy to Europe. She could do everything, and do it 
sple'ndidly. But a salon-holder, in the accepted sense, she was not. 
She did not want to Ksten to others, she .wished to talk herself. Her* 
influence politically was so great that Napoleon banished her from 
France. She never ceased attacking his policy after he became 
Emperor, and Napoleon brooked jio criticism. So her fierce and 
futile opposition brought her ten bitter years of exile from her adored 
Paris, when she either ate her heart «ut at Coppet, or wandered over 
the Continent or England, being everywhere received as a brilliant 
queen, putting all women in the shade and most men. She has 
inspired an enormous amount of writing, even more than she wrote, 
for she gave birth to more original ideas than any woman who ever 
lived. But her genius was too universal for her to confine it 'exclu¬ 
sively to a salon. As S. G. Tallentyre epigrammatically puts itj-^ the 
other salonieres made their salons their world. It was only this one 
who attempted to make the world her salon.’ , 

From Madame de Stael one passes at once to her friend Madame 
Recamier, her beautiful Juliette as she always called her, and whose 
beauty, grace, and charm she adored and was never tired of praising. 
Madame de Recamier was universally acknowledged to be the most 
beautiful woman of that day. She had small features, a beautful 
vermiUon mouth, a dazzling complexion, and soft fine skin. She was 
a complete contrast in every way to Madame de Stael, who was heavy 
in appearance and feature, although her eyes—the eyes of genius— 
were magnificent, and her bust and shoulders beyond criticism. 
At receptions, Madame de Recamier’s presence always caused intense 
excitement. People stood upon chairs to look at her. One of 
Napoleon’s brothers, Lucicn, fell desperately in love with her, and 
even Napoleon tried to make love to her, but without success. 

It was after the Restoration that Madame Recamier held her salon, 
and was visited in her modest abode at the Abbaye aux Bois, (for 
Monsieur Recamier had lost all his fortune), by all the most noted 
men and women in Europe. Was it for her beauty she was so beloved ? 
Scarcely that alone. Madame de Sevigne’s daughter was very 
beautiful, but was universally detested. It was not for her intellect, 
for no one called her clever. It was not for her money, for she had 
none. It was for her gentle and tender sympathy, which radiated 
from her involuntarily as light from the sun; it was her soft charm, 
and the soothing influence she exercised upon men of genius, even the 
most irritable. Her chai;m was like the fragrance of a flower, involun- • 
tary, invisible, all-powerful, and all-extending, ^he was incapable of 
passion, unlike Madame de Stael, who was all fire and passion. Other¬ 
wise, she could never have exercised the tranquil, soothing in¬ 
fluence she did—notably on the celebrated Chateaubriand, who 
visited her daily, and at whose deathbed she wept so much that her 
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eyes became permanently affected. People went to see her because 
they felt happy with her. No wife ever became jealous of her. 
Madame de Chateaubriand used to beg her to use her influence,* and 
' take charge of the happiness of her husband, a spoilt child of genius. 

Prince Augustus of Prussia loved her for thirty years, and passion¬ 
ately desired the dissolution of her nominal marriage to M. Recamier 
and tmion with himself. But ghe had not sufficient character to 
make such a change in her life, and leave Paris. Prince Augustus 
travelled hundreds of miles to, meet he,’* on one occasion, but she did 
not keep the tryst. Although pierced to the heart by such indifference, 
he never upbraided her. ‘ The ring you gave me will go with me 
to my grave,’ he wrote to her. He married, but he never forgot her. 
At his death her portrait was returned to her. She did not and could 
not reciprocate passionate love. She could only inspire it, and 
perhaps this was intended to be her mOtier. To inspire pure and un¬ 
selfish love in men who were neither pure nor unselfish; to raise their 
morale by bringing out the poetry of their natures, rather than the 
sensual; to inspire them with an appreciation of the refined and 
beautiful in woman, without any hope of possession; to arouse their 
chivalry for weakness, must have had an elevating influence on the 
libertines of the day who had merely regarded women as an object of 
pleasure or desire, but now realised something of the influence and 
beauty of that which is always unattainable—namely, the ideal. 

Madame Necker, Madame de Stael, and Madame Recamier follow 
each other in direct connection, but I must go back a few years 
and speak, last but not least, of one more salon-holder, and truly the 
moat wonderful of them all, namely Madame Gcoffrin. It is almost 
impossible to understand her influence. It is a mystery and there¬ 
fore has all the interest which attaches to the mysterious. A bour- 
geoise of thQ J^ourgeois (her father had been a valet de chamhre), married 
to a rich middlp-class man, yet she reigned as a social queen before 
the Revolution, in one of the most aristocratic and exclusive societies 
the world has ever known. She was not received at Court, she was 
not young, or beautiful, or well educated. She could never spell 
properly, but had been taught to read, and to read much, by her 
clever old grandmother, who brought her up, but who otherwise refused 
to all<^ her to be educated, saying that she herself had done very 
wed without education, and she considered if her grand-daughter 
were clever she could do without it too, and if stupid, education 
would only make her conspicuous. Her judgment proved correct, 
for Madame Geoffrin did uncommonly well without education. She 
had great knowledge of and penetration into character, and a tact 
that amounted to genius. Above all, she began life with a definite aim, 
namely a persistent determination to establish her salon. It was 
not merely a wish, but an intention to do it, and she had sufficient 
strength of character to carry it through. It is said that the gifted 
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but ever infamous Madame de Tencin (the reputed mother of D’Alem¬ 
bert, whom she left as a baby on the steps of a church) gave her lessons 
in tha art ‘ de tenir salon.’ She was gifted with the very finest social 
sense, and a dominant .passion for consideration. Horace Walpole 
said she had more common sense than any woman he had ever met. 
She was very generous. She helped everyone; she paid Poniatowski’s 
debts, helped Mademoiselle de I’Espinasse, Morellet, Thomas, and other 
writers magnificently. She delightedfin giving costly presents to friends, 
and made up little bags of m^oney for the poor on Sundays. She 
avoided all passions and controversies, and disliked unhappy people 
about her. She would not be overshadowed by gloomy people. 

Her salon was one of the institutiops of the eighteenth century. 
Princes, ambassadors, artists, savants, philosophers, men of letters, 
beautiful women thronged her rooms. She gave a dinner onee a 
week to artists like Boucher, Vanloo, Vernet, and also another dinner 
weekly to literary men such as Marmontel, Holbach, D’Alembert, 
Gibbon, Hume, Walpole. To these dinners only one woman was 
admitted. Mademoiselle de I’Espinasse. What art she displayed in 
selecting her, the one woman of all, who knew how to make men talk 
their best, and who, like herself, knew how to listen ! Beautiful girls 
and women confided in her. Stanislas Poniatowski, who afterwards 
became King of Poland, she called her son. ‘ Mamma, your son is king,’ 
he wrote to her from Poland. ‘ Come and see him.’ She went, 
and her whole journey was like a royal procession. Extraordinary 
honours were paid to her. Maria Theresa received her at Schonbrunn. 
Princes made her fine speeches, and in Poland its King honoured her 
as a dutiful son~a French son—does a beloved mother. She received 
the crowning triumph of her wonderful life. 

Tliis tour finislied [aho wrote to D’Alembert], I feel I (shall have seen enough 
of men and things to be convinced that they are everywhere about the same. 
I have my storehouse of reflections and comparisons well furnisheS for the rest 
of my life. All that I have seen makes me thank God for being born French 
and a private person. 

This was all her history. Apart from her salon she had none—^no 
lovers, no vices, no past, no adventures. That this little ‘ private 
person ’ should have had the influence she did, and have held the 
most wonderful salon of al) since Madame de Rambouillet, at a tame 
when to be bourgeois was to be canaille to the aristocrats of that da^, 
and to be virtuous was to be hopelessly unfashionable, is indeed one of 
the most extraordinary phenomena of thdbe phenomenal times. 
To understand tlife brilliant Frenchmen who surrounded her, to 
play upon them as on an* instrument of music, to inspire all with 
confidence in her motherly sympathy and interest, and to weld her 
circle together and to maintain it in harmony, required the very 
greatest social genius, combined with the warm heart of the French¬ 
woman. No unkind action is mentioned of her. Elven her last 
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recorded utterance is delightful in its thoughtfulness. When her 
friends in her bedroom during her last illness wore discussing schemes 
for the improvement of the masses, she raised herself to say—‘ Ajoutez- 
y le soin de procurer les plaisirs.’ 

And with this charming sentiment of a happy nature, who wishes 
to see others happy, let us leave her. 

M. Dale. 
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The people of the United States have suffered this year from one 
of those shocks to their moral and social system which at regular 
intervals disturb their self-satisfaction, and lead them to halt .for a 
little from ‘ the Sabbathless pursuit of wealth.’ Their conscience 
appears to work in jerks: for years it allows them witho*ut a 
murmur to countenance corruption in every department of civil 
life, and abuses in commercial and economic relations which would 
be tolerated in no other country; when suddenly a "speech is 
made, a book is written, or a disaster occurs, and there is at 
once an immense revulsion of feeling. A fierce outcry is raised 
against the tyranny of Tammany Hall or the unscrupulousness of 
Trusts, and a feverish attempt is made to put their house in order. 
Such has been the effect recently produced by a novel. The Jungle, 
which, written by an almost unknown author, has roused the con¬ 
science of the whole nation. It seems to feel as one man that it is 

Embedded in a world of greed 

Of uiammon-quakings dire as earth’s. 

Much had been written in newspapers and reviews about the 
condition of the packing-houses in Chicago, but until this book ap¬ 
peared it was all quietly disregarded. Where journalism had failed, 
journalism mixed witli fiction succeeded. Mr. Upton Sinclair has 
disfigured his book as a work of art by the introduction of big patches 
of impressionist description which are in no sort of connection with 
his story. It may bo questioned whether the ugliness and squalor 
of his theme, and the utter brutality of the detail with which ha has 
tricked it out, leave any •scope for artistic treatment, but in any cjisc 
the pages of digression, in whioh we leave the story for sicl ening 
accounts of what purports to be the actual condition of industrial life 
at Chicago, arc out of place in a novel. They are newspaper articles 
awkwardly foisted into the framework of fiction. Together with 
the functions, Mr. Sinclair has taken over som* of the vices of a 
journalist; yet he might plead that the end justified the means, and 
that the American public could not be awakened to the evil around 
them without this crude and se'hsational presentation. Fed on 
sensation by its Press, it has become a slave to it. 

Voi.. LX-No. 357 7 85 n F 
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If The Jungle is not remarkable as a work of literature, except 
for its crude horror and pitiless realism, its success as a piece of pro¬ 
paganda has been striking. An American critic has suggested <that 
the pictures of Lithuanian peasants, sacrificed to the political and 
commercial corruption of Chicago, do not quite live, because they 
are used ‘ to point a moral and adorn a tale ’; but at least they 
were vivid enough to arouse a nation, and their efiect is comparable 
to that produced on the slavery question half a century ago by Uncle 
Tom's Cabin. 

Here again it was a novel which was needed to reveal to the 
American people the canker at their heart. Their newspapers, which 
day by day pour out a stream of vulgar sensationalism, cry ‘ Wolf !’ 
so incessantly that they are not believed when tney chance to tell 
the truth. Moreover, they are almost entirely in the power of the 
capitalist class, and cannot therefore play an honest or healthy part 
in one of the great questions of American politics, the relation of 
capital and labour. Their functions as critics of public fife are left to 
the other great popular form of literature, the prose story of real life, 
which moves public opinion by vivid pictures of events that are, 
in fact, taking place before the eyes of all, but which the narrowness 
of vision of the individual does not allow him to see. The novel 
indeed in America, and in England, is not merely the most important 
form of literature ; it is also a political power of incalculable force, 
being one of the main factors in the formation of that opinion which 
in democratic countries is the real sovereign. 

In England politics and religion are the two absorbing fields of 
discussion, and the novel which deals intimately with the real life 
of the people was bound in this country to concern itself with political 
ideas. Its ‘ large and liberal foim ’ makes it easy to set around the 
basis of thej^love story the reflections of the essay and the theories 
of the pamphlet, so that it becomes not only an impression but also 
a criticism of life. It is a slender line which separates criticism from 
reforming activity, and the ardent novelist full of a social cause or a 
political ideal can by his art give them a personal and imaginative 
setting, and arouse in their support the emotions of his readers. Again, 
the average Englishman prefers his books of amusement to possess a 
moral < 4 r a political thesis. It suits his practical bent to combine 
some lesson or instruction with entertainment, to swallow the doctrinal 
pill when coated with the sugary covering of fiction; or, to put it in 
another way, to partake of the wholesome food of edification with 
the sparkling draught of romance. Add to this his dislike of abstract 
theory and his suspicion of a book which advocates a cause in a 
theoretical or a scientific way, and we can recognise how strong is the 
inducement for a writer who wishes to influence his generation to 
insert-his teaching or his appeal in a story of real life. 

The English novel has inherited this social function from its 
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first masters. When it arose, in the middle of the eighteenth century, 
it was not a mere love story: it claimed to be and it was accepted as 
a nleans of edification, for in those days prose literature which was 
not purely didactic required at least a ^eriouig purpose to justify it? 
In poetry alone could an author give free play to his fancy. 

Samuel Richardson, the founder of the modern novel, always wrote 
under a sense of moral responsibility; destined * originally for the 
Church, he consciously tried in his tales to supplement the work of 
the clergy, whom he consideted remiss in their duties. His greater 
contemporary. Fielding, though he had nothing but contempt for the 
use of the novel as a vehicle of utilitarian morality and Church doc¬ 
trines, was himself deeply interested m politics, and as a Bow Street 
magistrate he had come to learn some of the abuses which attended 
the administration of justice. While establishing the novel ak ‘ the 
prose epic of humanity,’ he realised its value as a political«force, 
and showed that it could be made to express vividly the social and 
political abuses of the time. In the preface to Amelia he describes , 
it as a book ‘ designed to promote the cause of virtue,’4a standing 
trait common to all novels of the period), ‘and to expose some of 
the most glaring evils which at present infest the country.’ The 
political conditions of the time made any sweeping reforms im¬ 
possible, but from Fielding’s day the novel has been the exponent 
of humanity, pointing out by example the injustices and narrowness 
of existing institutions, and leading on public opinion to a new 
order. 

For a time, indeed, it seemed that the didactic would overpower the 
artistic side, and that the novel would not establish its place as a form 
of fine literature at all, but would be reduced to the position of a political 
drudge. In the hands of the lesser contemporaries of Fielding, who 
show the didactic and practical tendencies of the times in exaggerated 
forms, it became a mere variety of journalism, a pamphlet on some 
temporary abuse, an attack on a government or an individual. And 
when the French Revolution came to stir the hearts and minds of 
all humanity, it was the novel which in England was the most popular 
vehicle for wild speculation on politics, religion, marriage, and educa¬ 
tion. The love story became a covering for the social treatise, a 
machine but thinly veiled for promulgating theories of governn^ent, 
conduct, and society. The speculations of Hobbes and Locke, of 
Rousseau and Condorcet were developed, distorted and emotionalised 
in crude works ,of fiction, written to arouse the feelings of people 
who had not the capacity.or desire to make a study of political science,* 
bxit who could be worked upon by imaginative^ literature to accept 
and agitate for ideas that they only half comprehended. 

From this degradation the novel was raised to a higher place as 
an artistic form than it had yet'enjoyed by the genius of Walter 
Scott and of Jane Austen, who introduced into it two powerful motives : 

3 K 2 
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romance, and the light comedy of manners. Prose fiction received a 
new artistic dignity at a period when the changing conditions of 
public life gave it an immense increase of political influence. From 
the beginning of the nineteenth century the ididdle classes gradually 
rise to the sovereign power, while Parliament becomes more and 
more submissive to public opinion. Together with the growing im¬ 
portance of the democracy in practical politics came the growing 
importance of the democratic form of literature in spreading abroad 
political ideas. And the novel is essentially the democratic form of 
literature. Drama and poetry have always been for the educated 
minority; the single form of literary art which the masses habitually 
read is prose fiction. On thfe other hand, they do not read for 
the most part serious studies on politics and sociology; and they 
arc not willing to go through intellectual toil in order to form their 
politil3al views. Like Charles Lamb they put scientific treatises and 
Blue-books in the class of ‘ Biblia abiblia ’—books that are no books. 
The novel is at once their light and their serious literature. It 
can instruct while it amuses, and inculcate ideas while it tells a 
story. 

Hence side by side with the newspaper, which expresses the more 
transient feelings, the novel has in the nineteenth century played 
the part of the Fourth Estate of the Realm, preparing, and then 
following, every great change of feeling, and reflecting every big 
political movement. It is possible then to read the inner history 
of the age in the pages of its novelists, for their fxmction has been 
not only to provide amusement, but to formulate the feelings of the 
people; to show where hard laws oppressed, and how they could be 
modified; to spread a knowledge of their fellow-men to all classes, 
and to foster sympathy between them. 

During the Victorian era the novel reached the meridian of its 
power in the hands of a brilliant group of writers. It was a time 
of great backgrounds, great causes, and great awakenings, when hopes 
ran high and the reforming spirit swept over England. In the bring¬ 
ing about of reform the novel took a prominent place. Some writers 
set themselves to attack specific abuses, others to change the whole 
political attitude of the nation. Charles Reade, using the combined arts 
of jouTilhlist and novelist, inveighed against *the conditions of prisons 
and private lunatic asylums, and the tyranny of trade unions, in 
novels which are to-day ‘ like exploded shells buried under the ruins 
they have created.’ It was the pen of another ngvelist that more 
than an 3 rthing else led to the abolition of ‘debtors’ prisons and the 
worst evils of the p9.rochial and private school systems, and brought 
about the reform of legal procedure. But these were not the greatest 
.services of Charles Dickens to his country; rather it was the spirit 
of humaneness and of love for their fellow-men with which he pene¬ 
trated the whole mass of society, justifying the words of Lord Herschell 
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about him, that he was ‘ one of the best public servants the country 
ever had.’ For thirty years he was a ‘ professor of humanitarianism 
in fiction,’ and in the great reaction against the policy of laissez- 
faire which arose in hi? generation and ha^ continued into ours, he led* 
the way fon social legislation and social reconstruction. The novel 
of Dickens is a true democratic force, a literature of the people, for the 
people, by the people. Their sorrows and their hopes, their miseries 
and their injustices, were described by one of their own class. As 
Mr. Chesterton has said, Dickans wanted what the people wanted, and 
hence his writings became household books. Much can rightly be 
said about his mawkish sentiment, his unreal pathos, his fantastic 
exaggeration, and his vulgar caricature, but withal Dickens remains 
the greatest popular power in Victorian literature, and his influence 
over the political opinions of his own and succeeding generations was 
and is immeasurable. • ** 

It was in great part the remarkable effect of Dickens’s novels 
in asserting a common humanity which led Charles Kingsley to adopt 
the same form of literature in order to spread the kindred <iocial ideas 
which he had at heart. While the emotions of the great Chartist 
meeting of April, 1848, were still boiling within him, he wrote Yeast, 
and nearly all his other novels were called out by some political crisis. 
Chartism, as a popular agitation, died on Kennington Common; 
Chartism, as a social influence, endured and found powerful and 
varying expression in the novels of four great writers of the age. 
Kingsley treated it as a Christian socialist, Disraeli as an imaginative 
politician, Mrs. Gaskell as a Christian woman, George Eliot, writing 
twenty years later, when reflection had taken the place of passion, 
as a social philosopher. 

The propagation and the modification of the ideas of the Chartists 
in these books afford a striking illustration of the political force 
of novels. Chartism, which was in effect the firs^ seed of Social¬ 
ism in England, was a movement that sprang from the people, and 
could be influenced only by a form of literature which appealed to 
the people. For several years before Charles Kingsley wrote, Frederick 
Denison Maurice had perceived that the democratic movement in 
its essence was just and necessary, and had been striving to make it 
Christian. ‘ The new element,’ he wrote in 1846, ‘ is democracy^ in 
Church and State. Waiving the* question of its evil or its good, we 
cannot stop it: let us Christianise it instead.^ To this end he wrote 
tracts, held meetings, and founded societies and working men’s asso¬ 
ciations. But with all his earnestness and effort he failed to reach * 
the masses of the people, and the agitation went ©n its violent course 
in spite of his appeal. Carlyle, who was writing at the same time 
pamphlets of unequalled eloquence about the same ideas, failed 
also to bring home to the middle hnd the upper classes the rotten¬ 
ness of the social structure, and the need for human kindness in 



790 


THE NINETEENTH CENTUBY 


Nov. 


economic relations. His style surely was imaginative enough, but 
because he wrote essays he was regarded, or disregarded, as a 
theorist! 

Charles Kingsley was a man of much less intellectual force than 
Carlyle, and much less spiritual force than Maurice: ‘ yet he was 
able to make their ideas living influences becaxise he could touch the 
heart of the people in imaginative literature, which thousands 
read, while his masters wrote profounder books that only came 
into the hands of few. He lived to *^66 the ideas for which he 
had pleaded so passionately, and wliich had aroused such a storm 
in the ‘ Forties,’ tranquilly adopted in the latter half of the century. 
The revolutionary ideals of 1848 became the libera] ideas of the next 
generation; and the development of opinion was in no small measure 
due to writers who could appeal to all classes in the country, and 
arouse in their readers sympathetic emotions. It is for the politician 
to design the actual schemes of reform, while it is for the novelist 
to set in motion among the people those currents of feeling which 
determine ki the first place their political ideas, and finally the policy 
of the country. George Eliot, writing of her own work, pointed out 
this as the true function of the novelist with a purpose :—‘ The rousing 
of the nobler emotions that make mankind desire the social right, 
not the prescribing of special measures, concerning which the artistic 
mind, however strongly moved by social sympathy, is not the best 
judge.’ 

We have thus far seen how, in the Victorian era, the novel exer¬ 
cised a profound influence in spreading abroad more liberal, more 
humane, and more democratic ideas. But when we speak of the poli¬ 
tical novel in England, we at once think of Disraeli. He was the 
creator and the one great exponent of a new kind of fiction, for he 
was the first to conceive the possibility of using the novel for Par¬ 
liamentary politics, and turning it into a party engine. 'J'his he did 
by placing his scenes in political society, and making his stories 
illustrate the political history of his time. Disraeli applied the method 
of Sir Walter Scott to his own times, taking good care to interpret 
events in such a way as to further the interests of his party—and 
himsdf. We may doubt whether he had in his early years a deep 
enthusiasm for the cause of the people : he was anxious above all to 
advance his own position, and after a little sad experience in the 
House of Commons he saw that he must win the first steps by literature. 

Why, then, the world’s mine oyster, * 

Which I with sword will open ! 

are the lines prefixed to Vivian Grey ; if we substitute ‘ pen ’ for 
‘ sword ’ we have the true intention of Disraeli. In Coningsby he 
declared that the printing-press is the chief political element of demo¬ 
cracy, ‘ absorbing in great degree the duties of the Sovereign, the Priest, 
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and Parliament; it controls, it educates, it discusses.’ Accordingly 
he determined to propagate his political and social ideas in literature 
and'in that form of it ‘ which in the temper of his times offered the 
best chance of influenciftg opinion.’ Coning shy would be more effective 
than a hundred speeches, for it was a political manifesto issued far 
beyond the confines of his constituency, to the whole nation. If the 
House would not listen to him, Disraeli would appeal from Parliament 
to the country. He sowed his seed in fiction, and he reaped the 
harvest as a Minister. The ideas of*the ‘Young England’ party, 
which had hitherto been the property of a small group, became a 
popular force when set out in Coningshy and Sybil, while in Tancred 
the man who was tp make Victoria ‘ Efnpress of India,’ and to startle 
Europe by the purchase of the Khedive’s shares in the Suez Canal, 
prophesied his own coming and brought it nearer. In the fragment 
of his unfinished novel which was published in the Times last year,'itSere 
appears a sentence which may be taken as a piece of self-revelation: 
‘ If anything is to be really done in this world it must be done by 
visionaries, by men who see the future, and make the future because 
they sec it.’ These words are an epitome of Lord Beaconsfield’s life. 
He introduced the novelist’s imagination into his statesmanship, and 
the statesman’s foresight into his novels, and he attained complete 
success in cither sphere because he could make the future live for 
himself and for others. He is thus an unique figure in the political 
and literary history of England, our only example of the novelist- 
statesman and the statesman-novelist. 

In liis own day and since his time several writers have attempted to 
continue the genus of fiction which he created. But statesmen, or even 
politicians, who are novelists are rare, and he has had no true successor. 
Popular authors like Trollope in the last generation, or Mrs. Humphry 
Ward and Mr. Spender in ours, have known how to catch %ome of the 
local colour of Parliamentary life and to produce entertaining accounts 
of political events, but they have not been able to design policies 
which would allect the opinions of their readers: they have added 
to the stock characters of fiction the gentle silver-haired prime minister, 
the energetic enthusiastic secretary, the shouting violent demagogue, 
but their books do not aspire to have, and certainly do not ^ert, 
a powerful force upon political ideas. Nor again is this influe»ce 
to be found in the reflective and philosophical studies of Victorian 
politics which George Meredith has given in some of his novels. 
Beauchamp’s Car^r is indeed definitely a political romance, 
but it is so in a very different sense from Coningshy or Tancred. 
It contains the sage reflection after the evenf, rather than the 
keen vision into the future; but it has a political lesson, if not 
a political purpose, for it demonstrates by an imaginative pre¬ 
sentation the difficulty of reconciling the zeal of the reforming 
temper with the conservative instincts of society. In other works 
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Meredith has pleaded incidentally for political and social reforms, but 
partly by his excellences, partly by the waywardness of his style, 
he is not a writer who appeals to a large class, and he cannot be con- 
* sidered to affect general opinion to any extent. The political novel, 
as distinct from the novel of political colour, did not survive its creator. 
But the social novel was a continuous force in Victorian literature, 
and beyond specific evils which ,it attacked and removed we can 
trace in the broad movement from Individualism to Socialism, 
and the growing power of phblic seittiment—which are the broad 
features of our political history in the last fifty years—the influence 
in moulding opinion of a form of writing which was continually 
appealing to the emotions on 'behalf of the downtrodden or helpless 

classes. 

( 

Though prose-fiction has become more and more the predominant 
kind*of literature, it appears to-day to exercise a les,s powerful influence 
on political movements than it did in the last century, but this impres¬ 
sion is somewhat illusory. It is true that we have not to-day any 
giants of •fiction comparable with the great names of the Victorian 
era, and we have no writers who paint humanity so truthfully, or who 
can influence their generation so deeply as Dickens, Kingsley, or 
George Eliot. Still there are not a few novelists who reveal the inner 
history of our time and interpret broad movements of which the 
nation as a whole is half unconscious. The spirit of the age is 
different; we have become scientific, and we no longer look for legis¬ 
lative panaceas or radical changes in human nature, but we analyse 
development, and trace the evolution of change. The scientific 
spirit has invaded the realms of fiction and has turned the novel of 
purpose into the novel of problem, the social novel into an imaginative 
study in sociology. 

ForemoSt among the writers who have investigated in fiction the 
deeper moveme*nts which underlie modern politics is George Gissing; 
he devoted nearly all his life to studying and describing in vivid 
pictures ‘ that germinating nether-world which is gradually creating 
the labour movement.’ In a series of books he exhibits Demos as it 
really is, with its virtues and its aspirations faithfully represented, 
its f&i^lts and its passions undisguised, while he more particularly 
depicts in action the development of Socialist agitation and notes its 
effects on various minds. It is in' this direction that the novel of 
our time will have its «hief function as a political force. The pre¬ 
dominant trend of English politics is towards Socialistic measures, 
and the growing power in the country, as was seen in the last general 
election, is that of the industrial classes. What Thackeray once 
called the lazy, novel-reading, unscientific public will not study the 
problems of this new development in theoretical treatises or learned 
works of sociology; even if it did so, it would hardly be able to visualise 
the conditions and the problems there set out, and make them bear 
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a real meaning. It is exactly this which the novelist can do for 
‘ the man in the street ’; he can turn theories into people and prob¬ 
lems* into events, and by so doing bring them home to thousands 
who would otherwise remain ignorant or 4ins3r[npathetic. The great 
novelist is the intermediary between different classes: by arousing 
S 5 anpathy for the creatures of his imagination he^ gains it also for 
ideas and ideals which his readers ‘had hitherto not known or not 
understood. His power can be illustrated by an event like the Sweated 
Industries Exhibition recently lield in London. Books and pamphlets 
and articles innumerable have been written about this economic evil; 
but they have failed to produce any active protest, because they 
cannot make vivid,the conditions the^ describe, or call up a moving 
picture of misery. The exhibition was intended to effect this by 
showing the women and children engaged on their sweated tasks and 
the actual productg of their labour. Even this has not the ISame 
force as a stirring novel, because it cannot equally select from experi¬ 
ence and idealise it. The fiction is too obvious and undramatic: 
it is realistic but unreal. The spectators, too, do not feeh the Isame 
emotion for the actual toilers on whom they gaze for an hour as for the 
imaginative characters of the novelist, who lays bare in all its pathos 
and sadness the wretched lives of the helpless victims and the cruelty 
of the system which crushes them. 

The effect of The Jungle has shown that a novelist can still 
open the eyes of a people to a gross abuse which is being perpe¬ 
trated in their midst, and rouse the conscience of the people against 
the tyranny of a selfish plutocracy. In an age when newspapers 
are falling more and more into the hands of a few capitalists, the 
writers of fiction may be frequently called upon to stir up feeling 
against particular evils, such as the scandalous practices of a Trust; 
but where there is a free and honest Press this is mol’c properly 
its function. The passing events and questions of public life are 
for the journalist; the larger movements which underlie them for the 
novelist. Nor is his function merely to spread abroad and win sym¬ 
pathy for the ideas which are at work in society. Through the crea¬ 
tions of his mind he can modify them ; he can test them by the touch¬ 
stone of life before they have been tried by experience. Especially 
when there is a tendency *to abstract theory, as in the case of modern 
Socialism, he can exercise a profound influence by showing at work, 
in an imaginative picture of human nature, those feelings and passions 
which the theoriat has neglected. Disraeli has said somewhere that 
the English gentleman’s habit of discussing politics for half an hour 
after dhiner has preserved this country from evolutions; to-day, 
when political power has shifted to another class, we require another 
safeguard against the crude prograjnmes of demagogues, and this we 
may find in the treatment of political and social ideas by the 
masters of creative literature, who, appealing to different classes, can 
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correct extreme views. It has been in the past, and it will be in 
the future, one of the chief functions of our great novelists on the 
one hand to disclose in their creations the inner meaning of Social 
conditions and to humanise the theories of radical reformers, and on 
the other to hasten progress by forecasting its next step and mould¬ 
ing towards it the minds of their generation. 

a 

Norman Bentwich. 
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Professor von Hartmann is reported to have said : 

In tho first docadc of the twentictli century it has becoiiio apparent tha^ the 
days of Darwinism aro niuubered: . . . anion;? its latest opponents are siudi 
savants as Eimcr, Gustav Wo^f, DeVries, Hoocke, Von W'ellstein, Fleischimiil'n, 
lieinske, and many others.^ Similarly, I’rofcssor Fleischmann maintains that 
tlio Ibirwinian theory of descert has not a single fact to confirm it in the realm 
of Nature, tliat it is not tho result of scientific research, but purely tho product 
of the imagimitioi).'- '• 

If this he so, it will not be out of place to reconsider our position with 
regard to evolution, i.e. the origin of species, for ‘ Darwinism ’ was 
Darwin’s theory to account for it. 

In three years’ time half a century will have passed since Darwin’s 
work. The Origw of Species hy Mcam of Natural Selection, was pub¬ 
lished in 1859. Up to the present day it is an indisputable fact that not 
a single variety or species of any wild animal or plant has ever been 
proved to have had its origin by means of natural selection. 

It will be desirable to refer to Darwin’s original paper ■’ and try 
to find wherein the failure lies. Darwin begins by emphasising 
the very obvious fact of the struggle for existence in Nature, with 
the survival of the few and the destruction of the nmny. He says 
‘ it is the doctrine of Malthus applied in most cases with tenfold force.’ 
The struggle is due to the enormous annual birth-rate, yet the average 
only is maintained. Why does the majority die ? 

Turning to Malthus’ Essay on Population,' we find that the ulti¬ 
mate check to population is want of food; that while man incr^ses 
in a geometrical ratio, the* food supply, in a limited country, cani^)t 
increase beyond an arithmetical ‘ratio. Consequently, a time must 
come when some must die of starvation as well as by the immediate 
checks, as diseases,^customs, as well as ‘ all those causes . . . whether 
of a moral or physical nature, which tend prematurely to weaken 
and destroy the human frame.’ • 

' The Old Biddle and the Netrest Anstcer, by J. Gerard, p. 281. 

. - The Darwinschc Thcorie ; see, pp- 33b and 346. 

* On the Variation of Organic Beings, cC«., Journ. Lin. Soc. (read the lat of July, 
1858). 

* Seventh edition, p. 7. 
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Of course Mai thus was not concerned with any question about 
the origin of species. Applying it to Nature, Darwin observes that 
the destruction ‘ mainly falls on seeds, eggs and the young ’} that 
' is to say, long before my im'portant varietal or specific diaracters have 
appeared in the offspring. How, then, do new varieties and species 
arise ? 

It is here essential that the reader should clearly understand 
what a species really is. If he will open, e.g. Hooker’s Student's Flora 
of the British Isles, at any page, and read the descriptions of any two 
species of the same genus, he will at once discover that a species is 
known by a collection of constant morphological characters, ^.e. points 
of structure taken from any or all parts of the plant. 

Two things must herein be emphatically insisted upon, viz. 
suficient differences in structure between the species, and their hereditary 
constancy. If they be not thus constant, the descriptions cannot 
be depended upon, and the ‘ Flora ’ would be untrustworthy. Species 
are then, at least relatively, fixed entities. I say ‘ relatively,’ because 
variability, or the capacity for varying, is presumed to exist in every 
organism ; though as long as the conditions of life are unchanged 
for any number of generations, no variations may be expected. But, 
Darwin says: 

Lot the external conditions of a country alter . . . such changes of external 
conditions would, from acting on the reproductive system [he might have added 
vegetative system of plants also] probably cause the organisation of those beings 
which were most affected to become, as under domestication, plastic. Now, can 
it be doubted, from the struggle each individual has to obtain subsistence, that 
avtj mifutle variation in structure [my italics], habits, or instincts, adapting 
that individual bettor to the new conditions, would tell upon its vigour and 
health ? In the struggle it would have a better chance of surviving; and those 
of its offspring which inherited the variation, be it ever so slight, would also 
have a better chance. ’ 

I have italicised one phrase, for the reader must bear in mind 
that structure is the only feature which systematists are concerned 
with in framing the diagnoses or descriptions of species. 

The question here raised in the sentence ‘ Can it be doubted, &c.’ 
can be answered in the negative categorically: for any minute variations 
in stricture, such as are called * individual differences,’ have no effect 

% * t • 

whatever upon the ‘ health ’ or ‘ survival ’ of an organism, exclusive of 
any accidentally semi-starved condition,® which carmot be called 
a ‘ variation,’ unless persistent. Darwin practically founded his 
theory upon that question. He, in fact, did base it upon ‘ individual 
differences ’; ^ these consist of * minute. variations of structure,’ 
and are, as a genei al rule, quite independent of any question as to 

On the Variation of Organic Beings, dc., Journ. Lin. Soc. (1858). 

*' Even this may become hereditary, in many * degraded ’ plants, if the con¬ 
ditions of life arc constant. 

’ Origin, etc., sixth edition, p. 34. 
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the origin of species. Wallace distinctly repudiates such as being 
‘ specific.’ He says : 

In securing the developrpent of new forms in adaptation to the new environ¬ 
ment, natural selection is supreme. Hence arises the real distinction . . . 
between specifib and non-specific or developmental characters. . . . The latter 
are due to the laws which determine the growth and development of the 
organism, and therefore rarely coincide exactly with the limits of a species." 

Yet it is upon ‘ individual differences ’ that all Darwinians rely 
for supplying the materials for selection. Systematic botanists can 
see them as well as theorists, but pay no attention to them, unless 
they can be proved to be constant by heredity. 

Darwin then adds, ‘ Let the work of selection on the one hand and 
death on the other go on for a thousand years ’ (elsewhere he says 
‘ millions upon millions ’) ‘ who will pretend to affirm that it would 
produce no effect, &c. ? ’ We need only wait a season for the change 
to begin. 

But ‘ individual differences,’ I repeat, are, as a rule, quite incon¬ 
stant ; what security, therefore, is there that they will last for thousands 
of years ? The unbiassed reader will at once see that the whole 
argument, as Fleischmann says, is purely hypothetical. 

In the Origin of Species, dc., Darwin adds the following: * On 
the other hand, we may feel sure that any variation in the least degree 
injurious would be rigidly destroyed. This preservation of favourable 
variations and the rejection of injurious ones, I call natural selection.’ ® 

By ‘ favourable ’ he means ‘ adaptive ’; and by ‘ injurious,’ 
‘ inadaptive ’ variations. This is shown by his illustration of ‘ a 
noble and commodious edifice ’ mentioned below. As a matter of fact 
no ‘ injurious ’ variations ever arise. ‘ Only a few of those annually 
born can live to propagate their kind. What a trifling difference 
must often determine what shall survive and which perish! ’ 

The latter sentence is a pure assumption; for nothing in nature 
is known to justify it, in its application to the Origin of Species. In 
the mere struggle for existence among a batch of seedlings, it is the 
first to start in the race, and the better nourished seeds which get 
an advantage over others, overshadowing them and starving them, 
that brings about the survival of some and death of others; just as 
these survivors themselves would have succumbed, if still more 
vigorous individuals happened to have been there. This is what 
Darwin calls ‘ fortuitous destruction,’ or ill-lufck as we might say.'” 
That is in accordance with Malthus’ theory; but it has nothing to do 
with new and adaptive variations in points of structure upon which a 
new variety solely depends. Darwin’s fimdamental mistake is thus 
seen to be his adding minute variations of strvuAure to Malthus’ causes 
of the maintenance of life or death. Plants in specific or varietal 

" Fortnightly Review, March 1895, p. 444. 

“ Origin, £c., p. 63 (Sixth edition)] *" IbiJ., p. 6d. 
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characters often depend upon the flowers and fruits; but these are 
non-existent when the struggle chiefly takes place, and could in no way, 
therefore, insure the ‘ survival of the fittest ’ among any balch of 
seedhngs among wliich the struggle occurs. 

In describing the supposed variations in offspring tfnder new con¬ 
ditions of life, Parwin considers them to be either ‘ indefinite ’ or 
‘ definite.’ The former consist of ‘ favourable ’ {i.e. adaptive) 
together with ‘ injurious ’ (or inadaptive) variations ; out of which 
the former are supposed to be ‘ seledted,’ while the latter, the great 
majority, perish. 

‘ Definite ’ variations arise when all the offspring vary ahke and 
in a favourable {i.e. adaptive) manner. His words are : 

Thu. direct action of changccl conditions loads to dotinito or indefinite resalts. 
]?y the term ‘ definite action’ I mean an action of sncli a nature that when 
maily individuals of the same v ariety ari' exposed dnriii" several goncrations to 
any change in their physical conditions of life, all, or nea-rly all the individuals 
are modified in the same manner. A now suh-variety would then ho produced 

without the aid of selection.’ ’ 

< , 

This brings us to Darwin’s alternative proposition to account for 
evolution, or ‘ The True Darwinism.’ Forty-five years of observa¬ 
tion have proved incontestably that it was the right one ; while ‘ Dar¬ 
winism,’ as usually understood, still remains an unproved hy 2 )othesis. 
Hence I call the former ‘ The True Darwinism.’ We find the first 
hint of it in the introduction to the first edition of the Origin, dc, 
(1859); in which he describes natural selection as being ‘ the main, 
blit not the excluf3ive means of modification ’; for, on page 11, he adds, 
‘ some slight amount of change may, I think, be attributed to the 
direct action of the conditions of life.’ 

In 1868, or nine years after the Origin appeared, Darwin published 
his Animcls and PlaMs under Domestication. In this work, in the 
passage already quoted, we see he had begun to realise the vast import¬ 
ance of ‘ definite action,’ by which he means ‘ direct action ’ pro¬ 
ducing ‘ definite results.’ Now the point especially to notice is that 
in the introduction he appeared to hlend this ‘ definite action ’ with 
‘natural selection’; whereas in 1868 they have become -perfectly 
distinct and mutually exclusive. That Darwin continued to perceive 
more ^nd more clearly the importance of* ‘ definite action ’ is proved 
by his letter to Professor Moritz Wagner in 1876, in which he wrote : 

‘ The greatest mistake I made was, I now think, I did not attach 
sufficient weight to the direct influence of food, climate, &c., quite 
independently of natural selection. When I wrote my book, and 
for some years later, I could not find a good proof of the direct action 
\i.e. producing ‘definite results ’] of the environment on the species.’’^ 

Such proofs are now plentiful.’ *•' They are really universal. 

« 

" Animals and Plants wider Domestication, ii. p. 271; Origin, itc., pp. 0, 72, 80, Ac. 

Npvcrthcless, his books incidentally abound with caBe.s. 
vol. iii. p. 159. 
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We will now turn to tlie experiences of savants of to-day,*’ 

The study of ‘ Ecology,’ or of ‘ Plants at Home,’ i.e. their structure 
and *elationships to their conditions of life, has revealed to field 
botanists, at least, that* not only can plants be called xerophytic, 
halophytic, hydrophytio, &c., but that the respective structures 
of such plants are in close adaptation to their environments, and are 
the ‘definite results of the direct action of those conditions of life.’ 
These results are due to a responsive power residing in protoplasm 
and the nucleus, which ai onoe^ set to *work to construct tissues in 
adjustment to the influences of any changed environments. This 
is no theory, for it can be witnessed in actual procedure both in nature, 
and easily by experiment. Moreover, it has been proved to be the 
case a quarter of a century ago and repeatedly since. 

I will here give one of my experiments. No greater ‘chafiged 
conditions of life ’ can well be found for a species than to hve normally 
submerged, and then to live in ordinary garden soil in air. I sowed 
the seeds of the water crowfoot, say 200 in all. They came up at 
different rates. They all developed the fennel-like typg of .leaf 
characteristic of submerged plants, but the whole anatomical stnicture 
was changed in adaptation to air; subsequently the floating type of 
leaf appeared, then followed the flowers. There was not a single 
individual with any inadaptive structure {i.e. Darwin’s ‘ injurious 
variation ’). On transferring some of the plants to water, all the 
foliage perished at once, being inadapted to a submerged life, but 
new foliage soon appeared adapted to a submerged existence. 

The following are the opinions of a few eminent ecologists upon 
‘ adaptation.’ Mr. J. A. Thomson, writing on ‘ Synthetic Summary 
of the Influence of the Environment upon the Organism,’ says : 

No attonipt to explain tlio adaptation ol' tlic organism to its enviroiiinc'iit can bo 
complete witliout recognition that external influences, in the widcsfl sense and 
in variou.s degrees of directness, liui c, and have had, an important transforming 
and adaptive action. 

Professor Warming, of Copenhagen, in describing adaptations 
among xerophytic plants, remarks : 

I answer briefly to the (pieslion which arises—namely, whether these adap¬ 
tations to the medium should be regarded as a result of natural selection, or 
whether they owe their origin to the action, in modifying forms, cxcrcis&il 
dirc.ctljj by the conditions of the medium. 1 adopt this hitter view . . . the 
characters of adaptation thus directly acquired have become fixed.’" 

M. Costantin, sjteaking of Arctic plants, says : 

We arc led to think, so to say, invincibly, that one can on];f explain the general 
characters of Arctic plants by adaptation— c.(j. if all Arctic plants are perennial, 

“ I would refer the reader to The Origin of Floral Structures, and more especially 
to The Origin of Plant Structures, vols. Ixiv. (1888) and Ixvii. (1895), Int. Sci. Ser. 

n Royal rhys. Soc. Ed. (1888). Lagoa Santa, p. 465 (1892). 
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it is because they live near the polo. It is the conditions of life which have 
created this hereditary character.” 

• 

Similarly, Dr. W. G. Smith, the well-known author of excellent 
botanical survey wofk, says, ‘ It is impossible to do this survey work 
without being impressed with adaptation.’ I might quote others, 
especially of America, as well as Noll, Schenck, Bonnier, Flahault, 
of Germany and France. E!vtn Dr. Weismann, who holds to 
Darwinism, is obliged to confess, ‘ we are driven to the conclusion 
that the ultimate origin of hereditary individual differences hes 
in the direct action of external influences upon the organism.’ 

Now, besides Weismann,. Darwinians assert that as the same 
results are obtained (?) by natural selection, they prefer to accept 
Darwin’s theory. The reply is that a theory can explain anything; 
just as ‘ design ’ was once thought to put all questioning out of court; 
but until they can bring forward facts and 'proofs that natural selection 
really is capable of bringing about adaptations, the theory remains 
an a priori assumption stUl, and consequently is void of a true 
scientific basis. This, however, with one voice, they all decline to 
do. Wallace is satisfied by saying, ‘ It is, of course, admitted that 
direct proof of the action of natural selection is wanting.’ I am not 
aware of any scientist resting satisfied with such a position in any 
other branch of science. If none can be found in fifty years, why 
retain the theory ? On the other hand, an overwhelming mass of 
facts and proofs are present everywhere in favour of ‘ adaptation by 
response.’ 

Now, a most important fact is overlooked, Darwin used the word 
chance twice in one passage quoted above, italicising the word himself. 
In other words, if adaptive structures in animals and .plants arose 
accidentally or by chance, and were preserved by natural selection, 
there is no Natural Ixiw connecting the first appearance of the favour¬ 
able variations with their adaptiveness. This is clear from Darwin’s 
illustration of a ‘ noble and commodious edifice,’ supposed to be 
built of unprepared stones, in order to show how an organism with 
all its adaptations appeared by ‘ chance variations ’; 

if an architect were to rear a noble and commodious edifice without the use 
0 ? cut'stone, by selecthag from the fragments at the base of a precipice wedge- 
fornied stones for his arches, elongated stones for his lintels, and flat stones for 
his roof, we should admire his skill and regard him as a paramount power. 

Now the fragments of stones, though indispensable to the architect, bear to 
the edifice built by him the same relation [as a matter of fact, there is none at 
all] which the fluctuating variations of each organic being bear to the varied 
and admirable structures ultimately acquired by its modified descendants.” 

Les V^gUatix et lea Mflieux cosmiques, p. 85 (1898). 

*" Essays on Heredity, p. 279. 

Animals and Plants under Domestication, ii. p. 430. 
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Darwin admits that, with regard to the use to which the fragments 
of stone may be put, ‘ their shape may be strictly said to be accidental.* 
The Essential features which Darwin here completely overlooks are, 
first, that it is quite imj^ssible to construct a ‘ noble and commodious 
edifice ’ out of unhewn and unprepared stones, and, moreover, with 
no prepared mortar. Secondly, one requires to knqw what replaces 
the intelligence and skill of both the architect and builder, in the case 
of making and putting together the adaptive structures of an organ¬ 
ism. ‘Adaptation,’ as used by ecolcfgists, means simply that the 
direct action of the altered conditions of life upon the protoplasm 
and nucleus of organisms calls forth their responsiveness, and 
adaptations follow ^t once. Hence the first appearance and rapid 
formation of adaptations are the immediate results of a Universal 
Natural Law. 

The reader will jiow not fail to see the bearing of all this 
evolution. Why are the British spurges, e.g. species of Euphorala, 
so totally different from the massive, succulent species of Africa; 
and why do the latter exactly mimic in form and structure the Vac- 
tacew of Mexico ? Adaptation supplies the immediate answer. The 
English climate being totally different from the African, species have 
been evolv'cd in adaptation to those climates respectively; just as 
E. Paralias is a xerophyte with coriaceous leaves, because it has 
adapted itself to a maritime situation in England. On the other 
hand, fleshy-stemmed Euphorbias resemble Cactacece, because they 
have become directly adapted to similar conditions of life. 

So far induction is sufficient to ‘ prove ’ it. It is the line of argu¬ 
ment suggested by Weismann, who says of evolution that the truth 
of it ‘ may be maintained with the same degree of certainty as that 
with which astronomy asserts that the earth moves round the sun; 
for a conclusion may be arrived at as safely by other methods as by 
mathematical calculation,’ or indeed experiment. But ‘ adaptation ’ 

bv no means rests on induction alone. There is an abundance of 

•/ 

experimental verification which has been made with regard to all kinds 
of plants, under various conditions of life. Five-and-forty years’ 
study of plants, as growing in Nature, has long ago convinced me that 
Darwinism could not account for evolution ; and it is at least gratify¬ 
ing to find that ‘ ecological ’ botenists, who study plants ‘ at hoin^,’ 
have now come to the same conclusion. A .strong consensus of opinion 
already exists, from which Darwinians will •assuredly discover ere 
long that the theory of ‘ the origin of species by means of natural 
selection ’ will disappear before ‘ adaptation to ^the conditions of 
life by means of the ^rect response of the organism?’ 


George Henslow. 
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Essays cm Heredity, p. 258. 
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THE GREEK MYSTERIES, AND THE 

GOSPELS 


In a former number of this Eeview—March 1905—it was shown in 
‘ The"Greek Mysteries and the Gospel Narrative ’.,(pp. 490-499) that 
certain technical or ritualistic words, and not a few sacramental 
formulae, known to have been used in the Eleusinian mysteries, as well 
as several*of the rites or ceremonies themselves, seem to be present 
in the gospel narrative under phrases but slightly veiled and in scenes 
only partially transformed; and in that article, with the object of 
illustrating these apparent facts, reference was made more particularly 
to the first-written gospel, Mark. In the present paper, in which some 
further examples are given, the illustrations will chiefly be taken 
from the three later writings. 

In the former paper it was pointed out that in a religion or system 
of worship, the life of which was its symbolism, there must of necessity 
have been many outward and visible emblems which were regarded as 
types and figures of hidden spiritual truth, and mention was made 
(p. 493) of certain iepd or ‘ holy thmgs ’ which were never touched, nor 
even looked upon, save only by the priest and the ‘ mystes ’ during the 
midnight ceremony known as the irapaBoa-is tcov iepcjv, and then 
apparently only when these sacred s 3 rmbols were veiled or in some 
way accompanied by the mystical ‘ linen cloth.’ 

But there were other figurative objects better known than the 
Ispd, because they were more publicly exhibited. These emblems 
or symbols seem to have been carried in procession before the statue 
of*Iac^u8 (Dionysus), or to have been placed around him in his 
temple, on the sacred day which bore his name—generally supposed 
to have been the sixth day of the celebration. These mystic emblems 
have sometimes been called the toys and playthings- of the infant god, 
and as such they may possibly have bfeen regarded by the im- 
enlightened world, but even by the profane these sacred objects were 
often looked upon as badges of deity and as marking in some mysterious 
way a divine presence. Among these emblems sacred to lacchus in the' 
Eleusinian worship Clement of Alexandria speaks of the "kUvov, 

‘ winnowing-fan *; the a<f>aZpa, ‘ globe * or ‘ ball ’; the ttokos, ‘ woolly 
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fleece’; and the dcrrpayaXos, ‘bone’ or string of bones. Clement 
of Alexandria was a Christian when he wrote his ‘ Protreptikos Logos ’ 
or* ‘ Exhortation ’ to the Greeks, and he wrote it with the object of 
magnifying the Christian faith, and ‘of ridiculing and defaming 
the mysteHes; but of the true meaning and hidden teaching of the 
Greek S 3 r 8 tem of worship he knew nothing, or i( he had any know¬ 
ledge of its mystic significance her carefully abstained from making it 
known. 

First as to the \Uvov or •winnowing-fan ’: this was ‘ a broad basket 
in which the corn w6,s placed after threshing and then thrown against 
the wind so as to winnow the grain from the chaff.’ No badge or 
symbol was move intimately associalted with the worship of lacchus 
(Dionysus) than was this basket or winnowing-fan; so closely was it 
identified with him that even a Roman poet, writing long before 
the time of Clement of Alexandria, seems unable to mShtion a 
winnowing-fan without speaking of it as ‘ the mystic fan of lacchus ’ 
—‘ mystica vannus lacchi ’ (Verg, Geor. i. 166). In fact one of thff 
mystic names of Dionysus (lacchus) was derived directly ffom the 
‘ fan,’ for in certain of the celebrations he was invoked or worshipped 
as ‘ Licnites ’—XiKvLrrjs the ‘ wiimower ’: thus when secret offerings 
were brought to the grave of Dionysus in the inmost shrine of Apollo’s 
temple, the women on the neighbouring mountain of Parnassus in the 
night-time at the winter solstice woke up the new-born god, AiKvtTTjs, 
cradled in a ‘ winnowing-fan ’; and at certain stages in the rites 
of the Dionysia the infant Dionysus or lacchus w^as carried in solemn 
procession, lying in a XUvov as in a ‘ cradle.’ 

Now in two of the four gospels, namely in Matthew (iii. 11-12) and in 
Luke (iii. 16-17), we meet with the ‘ winnowing-fan ’ in the Baptist’s 
testimony concerning Christ, where the ‘ fan ’ seems to be regarded 
as a symbol or badge of divine power. The passage iiS Matthew (iii. 
11-12) runs thus—‘he will baptize you in a holy spmt (or, will immerse 
you in holy wind) and fire, whose winnowing-fan (to tttuov) is in his 
hand, and he will completely cleanse his threshing-floor (aXwva) and will 
gather together his grain into the barn.’ Luke’s version is a copy of 
this passage in Matthew with but slight variation. It is to be noticed 
that the word which appears in the two gospels is tttvov ; *bf course 
the technical, ritualistic term XLkvov so intimately associated with 
lacchus (Dionysus) could not have been used, for to have written* 
ou TO XiKvov K. T. X. would to a Greek have appeared precisely the 
same thing as writing ‘ behold ! Licnites !—the Winnower with lys 
fan ’; yet the word tttiJov signifies a ‘ winnowing-fan ’ quite as plainly 
as, perhaps even more clearly than, XUvov eKpresses this meaning, 
for XIkvov is often used to signify a ‘ cradle ’ as well as a ‘ winnowing- 
fan,’ whereas -rrrvov seems never to have this double meaning. Whence 
comes this idea of the ‘ fan ’ ? It was not a badge of the Jewish 
Messiah ; Matthew would certainly have told us of the fact if he had 
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ever found the ‘winnowing-fan,’ used in the Old Testament as a 
symbol of the Hebrew deliverer ; but from whatever origin the word 
TTTvov may be derived or from whatever source it may have come, 
ii: is here used in a sense as mystic and with a meaning as figurative 
as that of the ‘ mystica vannus lacchi,’ 

So, with regard to the word aXiopa, ‘ threshing-floor,’ aXras means 
something round or circular, and heije signifies and includes the piled- 
up rounded heap of com as well as and in addition to the circular 
threshing-floor itself —‘ he will irinnow lus stack of corn ’; in any 
case, the notion of something circular is implied in the word aXws, 
which at times expresses the ‘ disc ’ of a shield, the ‘ halo ’ round the 
moon, or the ‘ ring ’ of a coiled snake, in short the distinctive feature 
of the (Ttpatpa. The whole passage in verse 12 has the appearance 
of being a quotation from some sacred writing, yet it cannot be traced 
in the books of the Old Testament, or of being a religious formxila ac¬ 
companying some symbolical or mystic rite. We know that at Eleusis 
.the threshing-floor of Triptolemus, herald of life and judge of the dead, 
was a sacred .spot; each year at Eleusis the Rarian plain was solemnly 
ploughed, each year the sower went forth to sow that holy ground, 
each year the ears of corn there grown were solemnly cut—the mystic 
symbolism of life that dies only to live again, and of beauty that fades 
only to revive and blossom anew. 

Before passing from this subject of the XUvov, ‘ fan ’ or ‘ cradle,’ 
it may be noted that Luke alone of the gospel writere speaks of the 
babe ‘lying in a manger,’ and he appears to make a point of the 
circumstance, for he uses the phrase twice within a few lines, that is 
to say, within five verses (Luke ii. 12, 16). Now whether the 
expression Keifisvov iv <f>urvr) is intended to signify ‘ laid in a stable 
or cattle-yard ’ or ‘ lying in a feeding-trough or manger ’ is nefl: quite 
clear; neither* is it clear how it happens that Luke alone of all the 
gospel writers shofuld have any knowledge or make any mention 
of the 4>dTVT], which, whether it be [a ‘ manger ’ or whether it be 
a ‘ cattle-stall,’ seems to be a cold, uneasy bed, in which to lay 
a new-born babe, and there the child remained still cradled in its 
strange cot until so ‘found’ by the shepherds (ii. 16, J2): or is the 
passage tinly a new interpretation—a transfigured rendering—of the 
old Gieek ^ite and mystic act of worship in which the women on the 
• mountain-side were wont to find at ihidnight on the shortest day 
their new-born god, Licnitps, cradled in a corn-basket or winnowing- 
fan ? . 

Let us look at another of the emblems mentioned by Clement, 
namely the "troKos or ‘|.woolly fleece,’ also spoken of as Aioy kq>Biov, 
the ‘ sheepskin of Zeus ’ or the ‘ fleece of god,’ a sacred object which 
was laid upon the feet of sinners when they were purified and cleansed 
from their sins. Now the writer of the fourth gospel, rejecting all 
allusions by the Baptist to the winnowing-fan, makes him exclaim-^ 
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‘ Behold the lamb of the god which takes away the sin of the world ’ 
(John i. 29), the remarkable point in the narrative being that the 
peVsons who heard the exclamation are represented as at once under¬ 
standing that the Jewish Messiah had. beeii found (John i. 35-37, 
40-41); as'though the phrase ‘ the lamb of God ’ appealed to them as a 
well-known expression typical of the Messiah. If so, again, is it not 
strange that Matthew, with all Jiis knowledge of the Old Testament, 
not only has no parallel passage from the Hebrew writings, but does 
not even mention the circumstance that the Baptist ever made use of 
such an expression as ‘ the lamb of god ’; in fact this phrase does not 
appear in any of the four gospels with the single exception of John, 
and not again in^John’s narrative aflter the Baptist has left the scene. 

A Greek, on hearing the cry "iSe o dfivbs tov 0eov, ‘ Behold ! the 
lamb of the god ! ’ might call to mind the ‘ fleece of god ’—^tbe Atoy 
KcbStov —and see before him his redeeming god, Iacchus«(Ai;atoy 
’'Ia«;!^or), but would a Galilean fisherman recognise in this expression, 
even though it were uttered in Aramaic words, any reference to his* 
Messiah (v. 37, 40-42) ? Nor does the expression o d/M$>6s tvO 0eov 
occur again in the New Testament, for the word translated ‘ lamb ’ 
which appears so frequently in Revelation is not dfivof but is a totally 
different word, namely, dpviov, the ‘ little ram,’ a highly figurative 
creature with seven horns and seven eyes (Rev. v. 6, 8). 

With regard to another of the symbols mentioned by Clement— 
namely, the dtrrpdyaXof or ‘ bone,’ it is not clear what kind of bone 
the dcTTpdyaXos was; if it consisted of the ankle-bones of certain 
animals, then it would signify ‘ dice ’ for casting lots: if it was com¬ 
posed of vertebrae bones strung together, it would then mean a ‘ scourge.’ 
Which of these meanings was attributed in the mysteries to the 
da-rpdyaXos is not certainly known; possibly at different stages of 
the ceremonial different meanings were given to it. However this 
may be, we find both ‘ scourging ’ and ‘ casting lotS ’ to be noticeable 
features in the gospel narrative: that is to say, these events appear to 
be narrated as facts or circumstances of which some mention must be 
made, although the reason for their occurrence is not apparent. It 
has been supposed that Psalm xxii. 18 is the origin of the story of 
the casting of lots by the soldiers, but this hypothesis can Ittirdly be 
accepted, for the earlidr gospels give no quotation from, nor "make 
any reference to, this Psalm, thfe author of the fourth gospel apparently • 
being the first writer to discover the parallel passage in the Old Testa¬ 
ment (John xix, 24). ^ 

So the narrative of 4he scourging is sometimes thought to be due 
to the passage in Isaiah (liii. 5)—with his stripes we are healed,’ or, 
as it is given in the Septuagint, ‘ by his weal we were healed ’—rm 
p,(aXa)7ri avTov 'qfiels idOrjfisv ; but this view seems scarcely tenable, 
for if the story of the scourging had been inserted in the narrative 
merely for the purpose of showing the fulfilment of Jewish prophecy. 
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we should almost certainly have found the word /iwA-wi/r, ‘ weal,’ or 
some similar expression introduced into the story together with the 
phrase ‘ that the scripture might be fulfilled.* But is the scourging 
for this reason any the jnore ,to be understood as an actual historical 
event ? It can scarcely be accepted as an historical faot that the 
Roman Procurator came down from the and himself administered 
this degrading punishment—degrading to the perpetrator rather than 
to the victim; yet the several accounts in the gospels seem to imply 
and even to assert that he did sol^, for theoverbs used in each narrative 
are plainly written in the singular number—^thus in Mark (xv. 15) 
and in Matthew (xxvii. 26) the words are TrapsScoKs ^payeWtocras, 
and in John (xix. 1) iXa^sv,^' ip-aa-riyaxTs; that is to say, the 
Governor of Judaea is represented as personally torturing a free man 
whom he had but a few moments earlier been striving to release 
(John ssviii, 39). It has been suggested that the narrative may 
be read as meaning that Pilate, having authorised the soldiers to 
tadminister the scourging, may, on the principle ‘ qui facit per alium 
facit per se,’cbe said to have himself inflicted it; but the last-written 
gospel, which not seldom corrects the earlier accounts, does not offer 
this explanation, but seems to assert, even more plainly than they 
appear to do, that Pilate himself and not the soldiers (John xix. 1, 2) 
committed this act, or rather these acts, of hideous brutality; and the 
short, matter-of-fact statement seems to read as the brief mention of 
some event which must be introduced into the narrative, rather than 
as a startling instance of judicial degradation possibly without a 
parallel in the Roman world. For, in whichever sense the story be 
understood, the result is the same ; it represents the Roman Governor 
as torturing, or commanding the torture of, a free man, wholly 
innocent of any crime. 

Let us ncfw ascertain the place which the ‘ linen cloth ’ occupied 
in the Eleusinian Celebration. It has been stated (p. 497) that ‘ some 
kind of memento of the ceremony (the irapahoa-Ls twu leptav) was 
given by the priest to the votaries, which a believer used to keep in a 
linen cloth.’ It is not certainly known what was the technical name 
given to this ‘ linen cloth ’ in the mysteries—possibly the term used 
was 0va-tro9, rj ‘ the cloth of fine flax,’ a word having much the 

same*mieaEing as cripSd)v, which seems to havb been a kind of Indian 
<• muslin or lawn, ‘ a cloth of fine linen:’ The memento given by the 
priest consisted of a small.piece or fragment of one of the iepd, such as 
a crumb of the sesame cake, a seed of the pomegrana);e, or a grain of 
the salt, possibly—almost certainly—^the last mentioned, the salt, 
which would be handed over to the mystes by the priest with some 
formula of which Mark Lx. 49-50 may be a reminiscence or a para¬ 
phrase. A reason for selecting the salt as the memento, rather than a 
seed of the pomegranate or a crumb of the cake, would be that a 
grain or two of salt wrapped in a cambric or linen cloth would after a 
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time dissolve and disappear, so that should the ‘ linen cloth ’ ever fall 
into the hands of profane persons who might dare to take hold of it 
in the hope of looking upon a most holy object, their impious curiosity 
would be frustrated, the ‘ holy thing ’ would not be there, and tha 
‘ linen cloth.’ would be left behind—empty, fblded, and alone {svte- 
TvXi^fidvT] fiovrj). For the iepd were so sacred that the uninitiated 
were never permitted to look upon them ‘ even from the housetop.’ 

Whether this be so or not, it irf plain that in the Eleusinian worship 
the ‘ linen cloth ’ occupied a jconspicijous place, and was a necessary 
accompaniment durijig and immediately after the vapatoais, or 
‘ handing over ’ of the holy things ; in fact so necessary an accompani¬ 
ment does it appear to have been th^t, when we turn to the gospel 
narrative, we almbst expect at the moment of Christ’s TrapdSocris to 
see some trace of the ‘ napkin of flax,’ and, in the midnight gloom of 
Gothsemane, to catch a momentary glimpse of the ‘ linen cloth.’ 
And do we not haVe a brief sight of it 1 For, in Mark (xiv.), alter the 
‘ fervent kiss ’ {KaTS(f>h\ii:rev, v. 45), a^nd before the ‘ taking away ’ 
(v. 53), there occurs this remarkable passage : ‘ And a certain youth * 
[or attendant] was accompanying him, having a linen clo^ (cnvBova) 
cast about him over his naked body, and they take hold of him, but 
he left behind [or alone] the linen cloth {tt^v aivhova) and fled naked ’ 
(51-52). How came this young man or servant on the spot at this 
moment—'Was he sleeping in the grove \ If so, he would have had a 
wrap or covering, less costly and certainly more substantial than the 
lawn-like atvBdiv. And why should the narrative be disturbed at so 
dramatic a moment by the intrusion of a trivial and meaningless 
episode ? The later gospel writers seem to have had some such thought, 
for none of them mention, nor even allude to, this singular digression in 
Mark’s narrative. In any case, here in Mark we have the ‘ linen cloth ’ 
brought upon the scene at the moment of the ‘ handjng over ’ of 
Christ—^not merely a ‘linen cloth,’ but the ‘linen^cloth,’ just as in 
chapter xv. 46 we see the same word <TivS(dv repeated, plainly with 
the object and for the purpose of prefixing the article—■' wound him in 
the trivBcov ’; so here, ‘ he left the aivSwv behind him and fled naked.’ 

And at this point let us look at the description or narrative of the 
act itself—'the Trapaboen't, the ‘ handing over ’—'as given Mark 
[xiv. 44-45]; now he who is [or was] handing him over [ o irapaSiSovs 
aiiTov] had given them a sign, [or password] saying, Whomsoever I 
shall kiss [oj/ dv (fnX^^a-ai], he it is [or, that is he], hold him [KpaTijarars 
avTov] and lead [or take] him away carefully [or without faltering^ 
ttcr^aXws']. An^ ho caine—came straight [evdeeos, at once or openly^ 
up to him, and saith, Kabbi, and fervently kissed him ’ [xaTSifiLkTjaev 
avTou, ‘ kissed him again and again ’]. In readftig these words do we 
understand that the writer is intending to describe the blackest crime 
that ever stained the human race ? Stained with many a stain, was it 
ever stained with one so black as this ? The Greek language possesses 
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fitting words, plain and strong, with which to brand the perpetrator of 
such a deed, if deed it be ; but the writer of this passage finds no words 
plainer, no words stronger than the ambiguous, mystic, almost sacra- 
'mental term, d TrapahiBovs, ‘he who hands over,’ as though the 
writer’s mind was with the Eleusinian priest as he ‘ hands over ’ the 
holy thing to the awe-struck mystes, and bids him ‘ kiss ’ the holy 
thing and ‘ hold ’ ‘it in his hand unfalteringly {acr<l>a\(as ); for KpaTsa 
means to ‘ hold in the hand ’ as well as to ‘ subdue by force.’ What 
need was there to urge this ‘ great multitude with swords and staves ’ 
(43) to ‘ subdue by force ’ or ‘ hold with the .hand ’ their unarmed, 
unresisting prisoner, any more than to warn them to take him away 
carefully and without faltering (d<r<^aXft)r) ? And how is the use of such 
a word as KaTe(f>iXr)aev to be explained ? KaTa<f)i\eQ) is far stronger 
than ; it signifies the tender caressing kiss of the true lover, not 

the p^jtended salutation of a false friend; in fact, by the presence in 
the narrative of this word KarecfiiXria-sv, the veil seems to be lifted, we 
have gone in under the curtain, and are looking upon the fervent kiss of 
the aejorin^ mystes as he holds in his hand the holy thing, not the cold 
semblance of a greeting given by a traitor as the token of his treachery. 

Our attention hitherto has been directed more particularly to the 
Eleusinia, but it must not be supposed that these are the only Greek 
mysteries of which traces are to be found in the gospels. For it 
would seem as though allusions to, or stories built up from, the ritual 
of the Thesmophoria, to which a passing reference was made in the 
former paper (p. 495), are discernible in all the gospel narratives; 
but more especially in the fourth, the author of which appears to have 
had access to notes or documents not available to the earlier writers. 
We are told that ‘ there were many books of the mysteries containing 
the ritual to be performed in various cases, and also perhaps the 
allegorical and symbolical interpretations of some of the myths.’ 
Such books, being compiled for the use of the priests and those mysta* 
who had attained to the higher grades, would be written more or 
less in outline, mystic names and formula) being represented by a 
few letters, with here and there a technical word or a ritualistic phrase. 
Notes or memoranda such as these would necessarily present, at 
least tR the uninitiated, only the skeleton of a story or the mere out¬ 
line ^f a ^ama. Such books and notes must from time to time have 
fallen into the hands of the unenlightefied, who would not fail to try 
their skill at filling in the blanks and reconstructing the drama, and 
even in discovering a religious explanation and symbolical interpreta- 
•cion of the mystic narrative and dramatic ritual. 

It is impossible here to give even a summary of the ritual, or of 
the meaning of the ritual, in the Thesmophoria ; it must be sufficient 
to state that the same great principle—namely, hfe and the continuity 
of life—which was worshipped in the Eleusinian mysteries, was also, 
but under a different aspect and with a different ritual, invoked in 
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the Thesmophoria. For as in the Eleusinia men prayed for life in 
relation to the fruitfulness of the earth, so in the Thesmophoria women 
invoiced hfe and the beauty of life, in reference to the fruitfulness of, 
the human race, and called upon the Barth-mother, 7 ?} fi'nrijp, as 
KaWiyivsia,' or ‘ mother of the fair child.’ The festival of the 
Thesmophoria was, in fact, a festival in celebration pf marriage, more 
especially on the last day, which .was known by the same name of 
KaWiyivsia. How long the celebration lasted is not quite clear ; it 
is supposed to have been, at Icmst in many Greek cities, of three days’ 
duration, but at Athens it seems to have continued for five days ; that 
is to say, if the preliminary rites and ceremonies at Halimus are to be 
included; but, generally speaking, the 'festival proper commenced on 
the day called the dvoSos, ‘ ascending,’ or xadoSos, ‘ descending ’; 
on the third day from which date the feast of Kalligeneia, or ‘ motner 
of the fair child,’ Y^as held. Now in John (ii. 1) wc read ; ‘ Ahd the 
third day was a marriage-feast in Kana of Galilee ; and the mother of 
Jesus was there.’ On the third day from what event or fact this 
marriage-feast took place we are not told, but it is remarkable tlfat in 
the line immediately above the expression ‘ the third day ’ occur the 
words, ‘ ascending and descending ’ (i. 51), where the word ‘ ascending,’ 
ava^alvovTas, if not altogether superfluous, is plainly misplaced ; 
unless indeed the passage is but a transformation or mystic recon¬ 
struction of the dvoBos KadoBos, or day of ‘ ascent and descent,’ in 
the Thesmophoria. 

And what of Kana of Galilee—is there any mention of such a place 
in the Old Testament, or in Josephus, or in Strabo, or in any one of 
the three earlier gospels ? A Greek note or memorandum of the 
ritual of the Thesmophoria, made before the date of the gospels, 
would be written in uncial characters, without spaces between the 
words, and without accents or punctuation ; thus KAAAll^ENEIAii 
might soon become KANAFAAIAAIAS, more especially if origin¬ 
ally written in a contracted form, as KAATA2, for a mere slip of 
the pen would cause AI to appear as N, KANA^. 

The procedure or ritual on the day of Kalligeneia—the ydp,os 
KaWiyevsias —is not known in every detail, but it seems that a 
conaderable portion of the day was occupied in holding a fc^ival, 
or marriage-feast, at which much wine was drunJe, the wine beThg 
provided by the two women who had been chosen or appointed to 
superintend the feast. During this day there.occurred a remarkable 
ceremony, in which certain women, who had been set apart for the , 
purpose, after undergoing a three days’ purification, occujjied a 
prominent position ; they were called dvT\r]rpLai^* drawers up,’ and 
the act or ceremony which they performed was described by the 
•word dvT\ea>, to ‘ draw up from the hold— dvr'kos —of a ship,’ to 
‘ draw up water from a depth or well,’ to ‘ draw up from a hole or pit.’ 
This peculiar rite will presently be further alluded to. 
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Now we find tliis word avrXioi twice used, namely in verses 
8 and 9 (John ii.), and, as it would seem, almost inaccurately—‘ and 
he saith. unto them. Draw up now ’ (avrX-^craTs vvv, v. 8). ’Why 
does this word ui/T,Xe<u .appear here ? There was no need nor 
necessity for ‘ drawing up ’ from any depth or hole as from an avrXos, 
or ‘ hold,’ for the six waterpots had been filled ‘ up to the brim ’ 
(e'ffls dva >—‘ until above ’); aU therefore that was required of the 
servants was to dip a cup into the brimming liquid—an act which 
would be more exactly expressed by such a word as d^uo-o-w, to 
‘ draw liquids from a larger vessel with a smaller,’ or ifi^dirTw, to 
‘ dip one vessel into another,’ or dpvo), to ‘ draw water,’ any of which 
words would appear to express more accurately^ the meaning which 
seems to be intended than such a word as dvTXio), to ‘ draw up from 
the dregs or bottom,’ to ‘ exhaust ’ ; and the word is repeated—‘ the 
servShts knew—they who had drawn up the water ’— ot ■^vtXijkotss, 

‘ those who had been the drawers up ’ (9). It would be difl&cult to find 
any expression more closely resembling the technical, ritualistic phrase 
of the Thesmophoria, al dvTXrjrplat, than these words ot '^vTXrjKOTss, 
And the repetition of the expression seems, as it were, to mark or 
indicate the presence, in a transmuted form, of some technical term 
or sacred word, just as in the term or expression ‘ the mother of Jesus ’ 
(w. 1 and 3), twice used, we seem to have a paraphrase or new render¬ 
ing of the meaning of KaXXtyiveia, or ‘ mother of the fair one.’ We 
have already noticed the use of the word crti>Ba)v, twice repeated, 
and shall presently draw attention to the repetition of another word, 
iKavos. 

But it is now necessary to consider the extraordinary rite per¬ 
formed on the first day—the day of ascent and descent—of the Thea- 
mophoria. The Greeks worshipped nature, or the forces of nature, 
and in orHer to bring these forces home to the mind of the ignorant 
and unenlightened, the particular force or power to be invoked was 
personified, that is to say, was represented as a being having perpetual 
or ever-returning life. Thus the Greeks saw in the life-giving power 
of the earth a living force, a life-producing spirit, which they per¬ 
sonified as the ‘ Earth-mother,’ yr) or Demeter, just as 

theylrecognised in the all-pervading, life-sustaining air their great Zev9, 
fatherV)f gods and men. As soon as this ptrsonification was accepted, 
all the phenomena of nature became the acts of these ever-living 
beings, and in the Greek imagination the life and beauty of the world 
seemed to be the ‘ fair child ’ of the ‘ Earth-mojiher.’ Thus it was 
that in the Eleusinia the life of the world was worshipped as Perse¬ 
phone with the golden ears of com, and in the Thesmophoria its 
beauty was invoked as the mystic Persephassa with her basket of 
poppies; and when the beauty of the world faded away and 
its life died down in the winter months, the Greeks, in vivid 
imagination, saw the ‘ fair child ’ of the ‘ Earth-mother ’ snatched 
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from them to the depths below by the ‘dweller in the nether 
gloom.’ 

Thfts Clement of Alexandria, in his Protreptikos Logos, writes ;— 
‘ Do you wish me to tell* of Persephassa’s ^.owey-gathering and her 
basket and of her rape, how the earth split asunder and the swine of 
Eubulus were swallowed up with the disappearing deities ; this is the 
reason why at the Thesmophoria th§y. “ entomb ” swine by casting 
them into pits’ {fisyapi^ovrs^ x^ipovs ifiSdWovcri). And in a 
scholion on Lucian, published by Hohd«^from a Vatican codex—‘ It 
is in honour of this Eubulus that swine are cast into the chasms 
('Xatrp.ara) of Demeter and Kore (Persephassa). When the bodies 
of the swine which ^ave been cast into •the crypts [or pits, fiiyapa} 
are decayed, certain women who are called dvrXrfTpiat [drawers up], 
after purifying themselves for three days, descend and bring them up. 
And a rattling is made when the women draw up [dvT\ft)<r(vJ-the 
bodies, and when they put back [into the crypt or pit] those [well- 
known] figures ’ (rd irXdcrp.ara sKslva), The rrXda’p.aTa were 
small images of pigs which were thrown into the crypt or pit«after4;he 
living animal had been driven into it and buried there, or were cast 
into the chasm when the remains of the dead pigs were drawn up by 
the dvrXrjrpiai. For though it is not distinctly stated in the above 
passages that the pigs were buried alive, this is probably the meaning, 
because we are told that at the Thesmophoria, as celebrated by the 
people of Potniae in Ba-otia, ‘ live pigs were driven down into crypts, 
as they are called ’ (is rd pusyapa KaXovpeva ); and ‘ at Onceum, 
near Thelpusa, in Arcadia, there was a hole or pit [/So^pos] sacred to 
Demeter, into which live pigs were cast during the Thesmophoria.’ 
That this entombing of 'pigs really took place is proved by the dis¬ 
covery of one of these crypts or pits at Halicarnassus by Sir Charles 
Newton ; for when he opened it he found there ‘ the small figures of 
pigs in marble ’—the irXdcpaTa aljove mentioned—‘ aild at the very 
bottom of the hole the bones of swine and of some other animals.’ 
Possibly at Athens and in the more cultured cities of Greece, at least 
in later days, the pig was killed in sacrifice before it was cast into the 
pit, in order to save it from the torture of being buried alive ; but in 
early times, even in Attica, the practice was doubtless the sameTts in 
Boeotia, for the festival of the Thesmophoria seems originally to have 
been introduced into Attica from Tanagra, formerly called GephjTra, 
in Boeotia. Probably in many cities only one, pig was buried alive, 
though perhaps in sgme places two were thus entombed, the remainder 
of the herd of Eubulus being represented by the small figures or 
images — rfKdapara — which were cast into the pit ^.fter the pig had 
been driven alive into the crypt or tomb. 

‘ Are not traces of this scene—the entombing ceremony of the 
Thesmophoria—to be found in the story of the Gadarene or Gergesene 
swine ? Take Luke’s account (viii. 26-37); ‘ And they arrived at the 
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region of the Gerasenes, which is over against Galilee ’ (26). Now it 
appears that there was no such place as Gerasa on the shore of the 
sea of Galilee, and whether the name Gerasa be only a word invented 
or built up from the lette/s of Megara and Gfeph 3 rra or not, it seems to 
be unhistorical as a place on the sea-shore. This may account for 
the fact that the most ancient manuscripts are so completely at 
variance over ihis name; tahe, for instance, the Codex Sinaiticus, 
perhaps the oldest manuscript of the gospels in existence—certainly 
one of the oldest, for it raa,^ have been written, that is to say copied 
from an older document, in the fourth century—this codex apparently 
has the reading in Luke (viii. 26) ‘ Gergeaenes,’ in Mark (v. 1) ‘ Gera¬ 
senes,’ and in Matthew (viii. G8) ‘ Gadarenes.’ Nor is there any agree¬ 
ment in the readings of the older MSS. in this passage in Luke (viii.), 
for' in verse 26, and again in verse 37, many ancient codices give 
‘ Gasgesencs,’ whilst others have ‘ Gadarenes,’ and others again read 
‘ Gerasenes,’ the last-mentioned word being the reading adopted in the 
Revised Version. These variances and uncertainties in the original 
text seeiji to point to the fact that the name of this place, whether it 
be called Gerasa, Gergesa or Gadara, is unreal, unhistorical. Again, 
in the next verse, 27, why should the demoniac ‘ remain {efisvsv) in 
the tombs ’ 1 The body of the pig always ‘ remained in the tomb * 
for an indefinite period. And what is the significance of—‘ I beg of 
thee, do not torture me ’— fir} fie ^aaavicrrjs (v. 28) ? How could a 
‘ spirit,’ that is ‘ breath and air ’ (v. 29, irvevfia, ttp^co, to ‘ blow,’ 
the ‘ air we breathe ’) suffer torture in coming out of a man or in going 
into a pit ? The pig would suffer torture in being buried alive in the 
crypt. So in verse 31, ‘ and they began to implore him that he would 
not command them to go away into the pit ’—sts rrjp d^vaaop, 
‘ into the abyss,’ ‘ the crypt,’ the fieyapop of the Thesmophoria, 
‘ And ttw herd rushed {copfirjasp) down over the edge into the lake 
and were stifled ’ (or ‘ suffocated,’ dirsTrpiyr} v. 33). 'KiroirpLyw means 
to ‘ throttle,’ to ‘ choke,’ or ‘ suffocate,’ and exactly expresses the 
stifling and suffocation of being buried alive, but the word seems very 
rarely to be used of drowning, for which reason Matthew avoids the 
expression, and in its place has (viii. 33) diredavop ip rols vSaorip, 
‘ di&d in the waters.’ So the verb opfidm, here used intransitively, 
‘.rusjied’ {copfiijaep), has also an active signification, and then means 
to ‘ drive,’ ‘ urge on,’ ‘ impel,’ thus' &pp,r](Tap top xolpop Kara rov 
Kp7fp,Pov els TO p,iyapop would be ‘ they drove [pricked on or forced] 
the pig down over the edge into the pit.’ And what is the meaning of 
o-vpijpTraKei in verse 29 (Luke viii.), translated in the Revised Version 
‘ it had seized’ ? Supapird^at signifies to ‘ snatch and cany away 
with one ’; no word could better express the act of the dpTXrjTplai 
when they had descended to the bottom of the crypt or pit, for whether 
this word avpapird^o) appeared in the book of directions or not, the 
dpTXrfrptat would, without doubt, hastily ‘ snatch up and cany 
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away with them ’ the remains of the pig, and return to the surface as 
quickly as possible, but why arwapird^^to should be used to describe 
the action of a spirit {Trv/vfia) agitating, or working within, a man, 
does not seem evident; the word does not occur* in the narrative of 
either Mark or Matthew. So also the use of the word Uavos, 

‘ sufficient ’ or ‘ befitting,’ with the meaning of rroltvs, ‘ much ’ or 
‘ many,’ is unusual; and the expressibn in v. 27, ix j(^p6vtov Uavtov, 

‘ from sufficient times,’ or ‘ for a sufficieist (or befitting) time,’ in the 
sense of ‘ long,’ ‘ for a long time^ is the more remarkable because in 
the next verse but one there occurs the usual and ordinary phrase 
TToWotj ')(povois (29), ‘ for a long time^’ or ‘ on many occasions.’ 
Why should ixavos bff used in v. 27 and iroXvs in v. 29 ? Tn any book 
of rules or directions for the entombing ceremony, Uavos, ‘ sufficier^t,’ 
would be the word made use of to express the length of time during 
which the body of the pig should ‘ remain in the tomb ’ or crypt; 
thus, ‘ the body remains {pJrsi) in the pit a sufficient time ’—sk 
-X povov Ixavov —that is to say, ‘sufficiently’ long to- becoqie 
‘ sufficiently ’ decayed. And this word ixavos is repeated in v. 32 with 
much the same meaning as is given to it in v. 27 : ‘ Now there was there 
a herd of sufficient [or befitting] swine,’ '^(piptov Ixavcov ; in the 
Revised Version it is rendered ‘ a herd of many swine.’ Why should 
not the common and ordinary word ttoWwv be used in this passage 
in Luke, as it is, in fact, used in Matthew (viii. 30) ? The book of 
rules or regulations for the entombing ceremony would of necessity 
have directions respecting the TrXda-fiara, or the figures, which were 
to be cast into the crypt—directions, that is to say, enjoining the 
priest to provide ‘ sufficient ’ ’n-Xcla-para, 'rr'Kaafiara y^oipcov Ixavtav, 

‘ figures of sufficient swine,’ the precise number being left to the discre¬ 
tion of the priest. Neither Mark nor Matthew has the word, Uavos 
—Mark using p^as (v. 11), dysXij p.syd\7j, ‘a great, herd ’; and 
Matthew troXvs (viii. 30), dyeXi) -^oiptov iroXX&v, ‘ a herd of 
many swine.’ Of course this word Uavos can be, and is occasionally, 
used with the meaning of ttoXuj, otherwise it could not have ap¬ 
peared at all in Luke’s narrative; it occurs, in fact, with this meaning 
on several occasions in this gospel, for instance in ch. vii. 12, o -y^y of 
Uavos, ‘ much people ’ or ‘ a, considerable crowd,’ and in ch. xx. 9^ 
y^povovs Uavovs, ‘ a long time,’ but this is not the ordinary and 
usual meaning of Ixavos, It seems that the reading UavoL in 
ch. vii. 11, ‘ many’ disciples, though admitted in t6 the Received Text, 
has been rejected without even a marginal note by the revisers. 
In V. 6 of the same chapter *(vii.) Uavos occurs with the meaning 
of ‘ fit ’ or ‘ worthy.’ * 

. In comparing the three accounts of the Gerasene (Gergesene, or 
Ga’darene) swine, it is apparent that Luke’s narrative represents an 
earlier version than that of either Mark or Matthew—^that is to say, 
Luke’s story is derived from some note or document that has under- 
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gone less editing and revision than the writings upon which the other 
evangelists founded their narratives. But Mark and Luke agree in 
one noticeable particular—^namely, in the use or introduction into the 
story of a Latin word ^^here an Aramaic name or term might have 
been expected and would have appeared more probable, for the 
word \syscov (V.' 30) is only ‘ legio ’ in one of its Greek forms, Xeyicop 
being the other and perhaps the more usual way of spelling in Greek 
the Latin word. Why shopld the Gadarene, in answer to the ques¬ 
tion ‘ What is thy name ? ’ give in reply a Latin word ? The dialogue 
was apparently in Aramaic, and it was only necessary for the purpose 
of the story that the demoniac should use some word importing a 
large but indefinite number. There were many words in Aramaic, 
such, for instance, as ‘ flock ’ or ‘ herd,’ which would have tliis meaning, 
and would have answered the purpose. Why, then, should a Latin 
word appear in the narrative ? It would seem as though the original 
constructor of this story for some reason felt bound or constrained 
to introduce into the tale a name or word beginning with the four 
letters % s <y e, and he, a Greek, would know that there was no true 
Greek word commencing with these four letters and signifying a 
large number, but he would also know that the Latin word ‘ legio ’ 
rriight be written in Greek \eyewv as well as \eytcov, and that its 
meaning fulfilled his requirement by importing an indefinite but 
large number—^the Roman legion varied from four to six thousand 
men. But why should the first author of this story feel bound to 
introduce and work into his narrative a word beginning with these 
four letters ? 

The first constructor of this tale, building it up from the note¬ 
book of the entombing rite, would find there the word \iye in the direc¬ 
tion to^the priest— \eye TrXdo'iMaTa tmv '^oipuyv iKavd k, t. X — 
‘ here select (^r, pick up) a sufficient number of images of the pigs, wait 
until the dvrXrjTpiai have ascended (or been drawn up), then cast 
the images sis to pisyapov,' ‘into the pit.’ It is to be noticed in 
Luke’s account (30, 31) that the expression ‘into the pit,’ els r^v 
d^vera-ov, occurs within a few words — ^fourteen in the Greek text—of 
XsysMv. Of course the ceremonial, ritualistic phrase, els to pbsyapov, 
could not have been used by the first constructor of the story, but 
in tlJ^ words sis r^v d^vaaov, ‘ into the pit,’ ‘ into the abyss,’ he has 
produced a paraphrase in meaning most closely approaching it. So 
also the word Xsyco '(Xeye) has several different significations; thus 
it may mean to ‘ call by name.’ Does this cjiplain or account for 
the question, ‘ What is thy name ? ’ ? * In Mark’s version (v. 9) the 
repetition of thd word Xsyecov, ‘ legion,’ in v. 15 is to be noted. As 
regards Matthew’s account (viii. 28-34), it is plainly not taken from 
the original story used by Mark or Luke; and Imke, though writing 
after Mark, clearly did not use Mark’s source of information, but some 
earlier version, for Luke’s narrative bears evidence of having been 
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derived from a more archaic form of the tale than that from which 
Mark obtained his information. It thus becomes evident that, before 
any of the gospels which we possess were written, there must have 
been extant at least thrfie distinct and separate .versions of this story 
of the Gadare^e swine. 

These facts, and the matters noticed in the former paper, seem 
to point to the conclusion that th^ influence of the Greek mysteries 
upon the earliest Christian writings was greater and went further 
back than is generally supposed. How and when that influence 
commenced, and how great was its extent, are questions which cannot 
adequately be discussed at the conclusion of a paper like this; but it 
may well be believed that a religion of’symbolism, such as the Eleu- 
sinian worship, which for nearly a thousand years satisfied the intel¬ 
lect while it stimulated the imagination of a people like that of Athens 
—^it may well be tjiat such a religion from its earliest days possessed 
some germ of truth, and that its mystic torch in olden time was 
lighted with fire drawn from some divine altar. Such a religion 
could not have passed from the world without leaving as » successor 
some form of faith and worship in type and teaching fashioned on 
itself : in type scarcely less mystic, in its teaching hardly more true ; 
a faith and worship cleansed of much of the husk of the earlier Greek 
system, and pruned of much of the overgrowth of its later sensuous 
ritual, but a faith, nevertheless, to the true understanding of which 
the same life-giving principle of the mysteries was a necessary and 
essential element—^namely, the principle which teaches that a spirioual 
or symbolical interpretation alone yields truth, whilst a carnal or 
literal acceptation profits nothing. The spirit quickens; the flesh is of 
no avail. 


Slade Butler. 
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FliMINISME' IN FRANCE 


The woman’s movement is characteristic of the times. Its influence 
is felt all over Europe, even in conservative Turkey. In France 
and in England it has followed much the same course and exhibited 
much ^he same phenomena. Yet the differences in the two cases 
are essential. The most striking is due to the fact that in France 
there are no distinguished persons to head the movement. It springs 
from* the middle and lower classes, and is the outcome of the efforts 
of a group of enlightened women who, having freed themselves from 
the prejudices that hedge about their sex, have crowned their emanci¬ 
pation by claiming the vote. The ‘ femme du monde,’ the woman 
of fashion, holds resolutely aloof. There are no aristocratic names 
associated, as in England, with the claim of women to political and 
social rights. An instant’s consideration of the differing conditions 
in France will show why this should be so. The woman of superior 
social position has been educated in the convent, and contact with 
the Sisters is not likely to give her a sympathy with so modern, so 
unauthorised an outburst as the Woman’s Rights movement. Being 
by her clerical education opposed to the Republic, her'claim to be 
admitted flo the franchise would immediately be held to be suspect. 
Indeed, much di the opposition, passive or active, to the feminine 
vote is inspired by the fear that a large proportion, and possibly 
the majority, of women in France are reactionary in their political 
ideals. 

The woman’s movement goes hand-in-hand with Socialism in 
France;' It shows the same tendency to exaggeration of all effort 
tha^ libreaks fresh ground. Having repuSiated the old-fashioned 
doctrine of woman’s subserviency to man, ‘ Feministes ’ of the ad¬ 
vanced school tilt at the institution of marriage. They hold that 
in its present form it abases the woman. It is not .dignified that she 
should receive her sustenance from the husband ; she must contribute 
her share to the domestic fund, and must have the right to be recog¬ 
nised as a wage-earner. Socialism is, theoretically, on the side of 
the angels. It admits the right of woman to take her part in the 
counsels of the nation, yet in practice the party has proved an un¬ 
certain friend. The most active exponent of Socialism is the Labour 
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party, but the Labour party is controlled by the ‘ Syndicats,’ or Trades 
Unions, who are opposed in practice to admitting woman to compete 
with man in the diverse industries. Though, as I write, a M. Cheron, 
a Brittany deputy, has declared his faith in woman’s rights,, his’ 
determination to espouse her cause in the Chamber, it is significant 
that he is the only politician who has dared to associate himself 
definitely with the cause. ^ . 

In political conception the Labour party in Prance is more ad¬ 
vanced than in England, but its attitucle towards woman is tinctured 
with the most intense "Conservatism. 

Strikes have occurred with the object of inducing masters to drive 
out female labour.^ It is contended by men that the competition of 
women is an unfair competition, resulting in the lowering of wages. 
But it is a fact that man does not invite woman to form part'of his 
organisation, hence it is difficult for her to obtain a higher wag*-. It is 
also undeniable ^at the woman can and does live more cheaply 
than the man ; she is more sober, more patient in humdrum work, . 
less given to political agitation, and less rebellious againM; discipline. 

In industries where the operations arc light and mechanical she is 
the ideal worker. But she is not paid as much as her male com¬ 
petitor, and the reason, according to ‘ Peministes,’ is that she has 
no vote. 

But the woman’s movement has made astonishing progress in 
other directions. They are practical directions. It is almost im¬ 
possible to take up a journal, a review, or a novel without finding 
some reference to this new agitation. The narrow round of domestic 
life, though it may still satisfy the majority, is insufficient for an 
intellectual elite. Women plead at the bar, practise medicine, write 
and edit newsjiapers. The sex is conquering a new place for itself 
in the world of art; it has obtained amongst others the»privilege of 
competing for the Prix dc Rome. It is astonishiAg that, notwith¬ 
standing this great advance in education and opportunity, woman 
in a political sense is almost where she was in Roman times. Roman 
law is, of course, the basis of the Napoleonic code. The masterful 
Corsican has been able to impress his personalit)’^, his laws, and 
his prejudices upon Frenchmen nearly a hundred yearff*"wfter his 
death. Napoleon put *6116 constitution, as well as the civife. and 
penal laws of the coimtry, into a cast-iron form. Practically the , 
same system of centralisation of great departments of State exists 
to-day as in his^time, and also his conception of the rule of woman 
as something subsidiary, and subordinate. The women who agitatd 
most strongly for the suffrage complain of the Ihkcwarmness of their 
sex. It is a fact that many Frenchwomen regard it as bad form 
to appear to have political ambitions. They fear to lose charm in 
the eyes of men. As the majority of Frenchwomen are still educated 
in the expectation of obtaining husbands, the verdict of the sex has 
You LX—No. 367 . 3 H 
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an immense influence upon their own mode and expression of thought. 
Women of the higher classes m France are perhaps too petted and 
live too luxurious a life to be very earnest about the lives and for¬ 
tunes of their sisters jn other strata of society. It will be a long 
time, probably, before these women turn a sympathetic ear to the 
demands of the women workers. Their old education, and the priestly 
influence under which they come., are entirely opposed to these new 
hopes of womanhood. 

It has been urged that, as mlitary iconscription exists in France, 
woman cannot reasonably be endowed with the franchise, since she 
is not enrolled in her country’s defence. 

To this ‘ Feministes ’ repl}’* that if woman does not bear arms 
she bears the soldier. The latter function, it may be supposed, is 
as great a service to the State as the former. 

There is a middle territory of ‘Feminisme,’ upon which many 
moderate people take their stand. It consists in vindicating the 
1 right of woman to earn her living on the same terms as man. Every 
avenue of employment suitable to her powers must be opened to her. 
She mu.st be allowed to adopt any profession for w'liicli her nervous 
organisation fits her. This widening of the field of feminine employ¬ 
ment becomes all the more imperative because the marriage rate 
shows a tendency to recede, and the age at which marriage takes 
place to gi'ow later and later, in bourgeois families the father finds 
it increasingly difficult to provide a dot for his daughters, and the 
dowerless girl has no alternative but to make her way in the world 
as an employee of commerce. She finds, probably, that her aptitudes 
and her education fit her less for a position of this sort than if she 
had been a pupil of the communal school. 

The ‘ Feministe ’ movement is making progress, and iif bound to 
make progrSss, even in quarters where prejudice and long tradition 
exist in an especial degree. It may be supposed that, in a not very 
distant future, the old families of the ancient Faubourg 8t. Germain 
will reahse that an honest employment is not derogatory from a 
proud blazon, and that the dowerless daughter of a penniless noble¬ 
man is infinitely more womanly and worthy of respect in following a 
calling stneed to her talents and inclination than waiting for a husband 
who in^ be some pmrvenu supplying the gold in exchange for the 
rank. 

But the prejudice against the working woman is deeply ingrained 
in French society. It exists even among persons iq very moderate 
circumstances. The little functionary of the post-office would be 
horrified if his son wpre to marry a girl who had some occupation of 
her own that took her from the domestic fireside. TTie tiniest rente 
makes her a ‘ demoiselle,* a ‘ femme du monde ’ almost; the least 
profession of business degrades her in the eyes of the ‘ concierge.* 
Nevertheless France supphes more working women than, probably, 



•FEMimSME' IN FRANCE 


819 


*^906 

any other country in Europe. At least 60 per cent, of the feminine 
population work. The husband follows his occupation in the shop 
or factory; his wife is employed as ‘ femme de menage,’ or in some 
similar capacity. This arrangement has, its effect upon the popula¬ 
tion tables,* tending to restrict child-birth and to cause children to 
be placed out with a ‘ baby farmer ’ in the country, the parents 
being themselves unable to look after their offspring. It is, from 
this point of view, certainly unfortunate. But the main question is 
that woman has to work ; in. many cases she can no longer be sup¬ 
ported. Sometimes she makes a virtue of necessity, and claims the 
right to work. Whether she does so or not, it is common humanity, 
it is justice, it is^equity to tell her Your sex is no bar either to 
employment or to its proper remuneration.’ 

There are many employments of an official and routine character 
for which the woman sei-ms especially qualified. It is a melancholy 
feature of the time that many young Frenchmen, robust and well 
fitted for the struggle of file, are content to pass their fives in a heated • 
and badly ventilated public office, performing operatidas that are 
almost mechanical, which could be done perfectly by women. They 
are tempted by the regularity of the small salary and the sureness 
of the position. This state of things points to a lack of manly initia¬ 
tive and vigour. Moreover, it has its reflex on politics. The men 
who fill the public offices frequently owe their position to political 
‘ pull.’ They are not there because they are really wanted by the 
State, but because they or their fathers have been useful to some 
deputy. This overcrowding of the civil services is one of the reasons 
why the Budget presents the disquieting phenomenon of a perpetual 
increase though the population docs not expand, and there has been 
no serious war for five-and-thirty years. It is because each successive 
Republican ministry finds the distribution of offices indispensable 
to power. Every outgoing Government is forced to lee its supporters. 
M. Clemenceau tilts against excessive officialdom in his programme. 

The woman’s movement in France has been baptised ‘ Feminisme.’ 

It owes its title to an international congress which was held in 1892, 
and was called ‘ Congres Feministe.’ The younger Dumas first in¬ 
vented the term, but it had another significance—.it meant the 
psychological study of w&man, just as one might apply the expfftGsion 
to the novelists of the day who treat of the ‘Eternal Feminine.’ • 
This congress of 1892 was succeeded by ^ still more remarkable 
gathering—^the cjpngress of 1900, held in connection with the Great 
Exhibition. It was remarkable because it was placed under the 
direct patronage of the Government, though the*authorities have not 
shown anything more than an academic interest in the subjects dis¬ 
cussed by the most advanced women of Europe and America. The 
motto of that congress is the watchword of militant ‘ Feminisme ’— 

‘ The declaration of the rights of man includes the rights of woman.’ 

, 8 H 2 
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The accomplishment of that wish was not as near as Victor Hugo 
imagined when he uttered his famous prophecy that the nineteenth 
^century would see the enfranchisement of women. Nevertheless," the 
direct political power of woman is growing. This result was largely 
attained by the pertinacious efforts of that pioneer in ‘ Feminisme ’ 
Marguerite Durand, who founded a remarkable women’s paper, La 
Fronde., in 1889. The Fronde has ;now ceased to exist, but its works 
live after it. During its career, when its broad sheet thundered 
against masculine prejudice, a certain series of reforms was carried 
out. Women are now allowed to give evidence as to the signing of 
documents of which they have personal knowledge, and in matters of 
that kind; they are allowed to vote for the commercial tribunals; 
they are admitted to the Council of the Assistance Publique or Poor 
Law Board; they can compete in the examinations for the prizes of 
the Be^ux-Arts, including the coveted Prix de Kome; they can vote 
and are eligible for the Superior Council of Labour. A Bill known 
as the Loi Goiraud has passed the Chamber protecting woman’s 
earnings. (It has not yet passed the Senate, where it seems to 
be hung up indefinitely.) Finally, after a certain struggle, woman 
succeeded in 1900 in obtaining the right to plead as a barrister, 
which is sufficiently noteworthy, considering the disdainful attitude 
of the Code Civil towards the sex, and the natural inference that 
lawyers would share the prejudices of the lawgiver. There has also 
been a Bill called the Seats Act, which has compelled shopkeepers 
and manufacturers to provide scats for their female hands. Yet, 
curiously enough, France, which led the way in the declaration of 
the rights of man, is behind Russia in the rights of woman. In Eng¬ 
land woman has the privilege of sitting upon certain public bodies, 
and she has full power over her own fortune. In America certain 
States give®her the vote. But in France the woman is still bound by 
the old Roman Ikw. 

In certain senses woman is worse off with factory legislation than 
she was before it existed. Under the old and often, no doubt, in¬ 
sanitary conditions the wife and the children worked at home at 
the husband’s trade. They assisted him, and their joint labour 
replenished the family purse. Now the operations are carried on in 
the 'f^tories. Stress of competition and 'other causes have com¬ 
pelled a large abandonment of home industries, and the result is that 
the woman often finds herself excluded from profitable w'ork. With 
the best of intentions successive Governments have endeavoured to 
"regulate her labour in the factories, limiting overtime and abolishing 
night work. The result has been not to improve the social well-being 
of the woman, but to discourage the employer from employing her 
at all. These limitations have become so prejudicial to woman’s 
interests that she has prayed the legislature, through her representa¬ 
tives in various congresses, to refrain from protecting her labour 
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xmless man’s labour is likewise ‘ protected.’ ‘ We want no protec¬ 
tion, but full liberty,’ is the cry of the ‘ Feministe.’ 

The advocates of the rights of women are generally to be foimd 
among the Socialists, On the other hand, the^e is, as I have already 
indicated, a‘large class of thoughtful, intellectual women in France, 
represented by Daniel Lesueur and Marcelle Tinajrre, two well-known 
novelists, who stay short of politioal demands and only claim the 
full right to labour. Daniel Lesueur insists that woman should be 
given technical education, so .that she may be the equal of man in 
skill and craftsmanship; Madame Tinayre preaches, through her 
latest and most successful book, La Rehelle, the new gospel of the 
relation of the sexes. W^oman must be treated as an equal by the 
man, demanding neither his protection nor promising obedience. 
For this reason she must work to secure economic independence. It 
is the battle-cry of the revolt of the sex. The discussions in the 
various emancipation societies that exist in Paris show how thoroughly 
this idea of a reformed and generous marriage tie has entered into , 
the conception of the ‘ Feministe.’ She would have neither man’s 
dominance nor the counterpart, his protection. Her work should 
be paid for, just as his is. Where it is confined to the household the 
legislature should recognise her claim to one-third of the husband’s 
wages, not for mere housekeeping expenses, but as her salary for 
work in the home. ‘ To administer a household properly is as diffi¬ 
cult as to conduct a ministry,’ observed one of the orators at the 
Great Exhibition Congress. The difficulties, the absurdities even, to 
which such a law would give rise do not appear to weigh with the 
Socialists. They are anxious and leady for the experiment. 

Naturally a marriage conceived on such lines—husband and wife 
contributing to the family purse, and treated in the eyes of the law 
as associates—differs essentially from the institution imagined by the 
Christian Church. Many preaeffi openly that mafriage should be 
converted into an easily resolvable contract, whereby a couple agree 
to live together as long as there is perfect harmony, and to separate 
when the harmony no longer exists. Indeed, I might go farther and 
say that many persons of the advanced school—'persons of unblemished 
moral life—'arc putting their theories into practice, aini*^raving 
public opinion by disregarding the sanction of holy matrimony, SBuch 
a tendency appears to be on the* increase, though the motive may not 
always be as pure. It is also to be said that tjie institution of marriage 
is certain to undejgo great changes in the future from the circumstance 
that an Extra Parliamentary Commission is occupied with its reform," 
in the sense of rendering divorce easier in cases'where the difference 
between the couple is irreconcilable and their continued cohabitation 
a moral affront. Socialists also pin their faith to co-education; 
they would bring up the sexes together in the schools—a system 
which is said to give good results in America. Some would modify the 
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feminine garments, so as to allow greater freedom of action for the 
indulgence of sports. These reformers, apparently, do not stay to 
consider whether, in making these radical changes in environment, in 
education, and in costijrae they would not destroy entirely the charm 
of the sex and the variation in training, temperament, and character 
that makes the contemplation of the feminine mind so delightful and 
inspiring a study for man. These,are the Socialist aims; but, first 
and foremost, and as the basis of them all, comes the claim for the 
vote. According to statistics, half the* work of France is performed 
by women. Their advent, therefore, to the ■ ballot-box would be 
fraught, surely, with surprising changes. 

*■ Charles Dawbarn. 



1906 


DAWN OF A New FOLICY IN INDIA 

Since the notable Resolution issued twenty-one years ago by Lord 
Dufferin on the memorial of the Central National Mahommedan 
Association no more important declaration of policy has emhnated 
from the head of t/he Tnd’an Government than the reply of th<k.Viceroy 
to the Mahommedan Deputation that waited on him at Simla on 
the Ist of October. For although Lord Minto spoke with a certain, 
reserve, which was only natural under the circumstancesi, there can 
hardly be any question his words indicate the general attitude of his 
Government towards the Mussulmans of India. Apart from its 
importance as a political pronouncement, it shows a clear apprecia¬ 
tion of the existing situation and the growing difficulties of British 
administration, helped by its own extraordinary tendency to lean 
more or less exclusively on one element in the work of government. 

It shows, further, that the State begins to realise its responsibility 
towards the Mussulman people and the unwisdom of overlooking 
their interests in the multiplicity of claims pressed upon its attention 
with unvarying persistency by more articulate sections of the Indian 
nationalities. Hitherto, according to general Mahommedan opinion, 
the eyes of Government—with a short interlude—have*been fixed 
on one class. Lord Minto’s tactful and sympathetffc reply bids them 
hope for a change. 

The resolve of the Mahommedans, after a lapse of twenty-three 
years, again to approach the Viceroy personally points to a conscious¬ 
ness of the danger that lies before them, if they remain dormant and 
devoid of political life and act-ivity much longer, of becommg-entirely 
submerged under the risifig tide of an exclusive nationalism. ^ 

The Deputation is the first*concerted action on their part, con- , 
ceived in a constitutional spirit without implying offence to any 
other people, to ^assert their rights to equitable treatment as subjects 
of a common sovcrcigUi—a treatment which certainly from theif 
point of view has so far not been extended to th5m. 

Not that the necessity for such united action did not present 
itself to them before ; for, as early as 1882, it was perceived by the 
more thoughtful that the course events were taking rendered some 
collective effort to safeguard their interests absolutely essential- 

f 823 
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The increasing preponderance of the majority in all departments of 
the State, the indifference, not to say intolerance, of the ofl&cial classes 
towards Mussulman needs and wishes, their own disintegration in 
'some parts, and politicalinaction everywhere, had almost com¬ 
pletely driven them into the background. Although in Upper India 
the conflict of special interests had not assumed an overt shape, the 
subsequent controversy about fihe Urdu language and character, 
decided by Sir Antony Macdonell against the Mahommedans, showed 
that even there the balance re4uired adjustment. 

To obtain some amelioration of the situation, a scheme was set 
on foot for holding in Calcutta and other principal cities of India 
annual conferences of representative delegates to discuss questions 
affecting the material and educational development of the Mussulman 
comnlunity under the auspices of the British Crown, to advise Govern¬ 
ment as occasion arose with regard to their needs and requirements, 
and to give it every assistance in the promotion of the general well¬ 
being. Such conferences were not meant to be in any sense exclusive 
or antagonistic to any other community, but were rather to work in 
conjunction with other organisations in the advancement of national 
welfare. The scheme came to naught, owing to the opposition of 
some leading Mahommedans, whose eyes were fixed in a different 
direction. Two years later came the ‘ National Congress,’ which, by 
a vigorous propaganda and the free use of the methods commonly 
called ‘ political agitation,’ has acquired a remarkable, although 
perhaps unacknowledged, ascendency in the counsels of (Jovernment. 
In this it has been greatly assisted by outside help, which has always 
been denied to the Mahommedans. This denial of sympathy and 
support to the Mussulmans is due, perhaps, as much to a bias against 
their rehgion as to the general lack of the talent to ingratiate them¬ 
selves with people of influence, whether officials or travelling philan¬ 
thropists. • 

Besides the Bharata Dharma Mandal, which ostentatiously pro¬ 
claims for its object the regeneration of India on strictly orthodox 
lines, the ‘ National Congress ’ is the most active organisation for 
giving expression to the vast aims and aspirations of the majority. 
Its 8phaa£ of activity is widening in every direction ; it keeps at 
armi: length uncongenial elements, and suppresses dissent within and 
unfriendly criticism outside by boycott and denunciations. The goal 
of the ‘ Moderates ’ and ‘ Extremists,’ into which it has been divided 
by recent political writers, is the same, only the method of reaching 
' it is different. 

These remarks aVe conceived in no unfriendly spirit, for I admire 
the ability and consistency of purpose which have enabled its leaders 
to attain its present success and solidarity. 

A few Mahommedans have thitown in their lot with the Congress ; 
and, although they have exposed themselves to some ridicule, their 
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motives are intelligible and not imreasonable. They believe a few 
scraps to be better than none, and think that under an avowed regime 
of tile majority they would have a far better chance than now of 
sharing in the proverbial ‘ loaves and fishes.’ But so far the bulk* 
throughout the country have held aloof. They have pinned their 
faith on the permanence of British rule in India as the only means 
under present conditions of her continuous development,—as the only 
means to prevent anarchy within or invasion from outside. 

Their attitude has been ii^uenced’not so much by the exhorta¬ 
tions or advice of any particular individual as by the general con¬ 
sciousness that without any positive safeguarding'guarantee—which, 
in view of the exclusive spirit that had sprung up in many quarters, 
malgre the protestations at the top, it was impossible to obtain— 
the interests of the minority were sure to go under. They felt that 
their interests were certain to be relegated to the background, to be 
treated as of no'consequence compared to those of the majority. 
And this is the view which the Mussulman memorial reflects. 

In a State organism principally consisting of two distihqt elenaients, 
one strong by its number and the general intelligence, ability, and 
political consciousness of its educated sections, the other virile, 
animated by those traditions of power and learning which impart 
backbone to a nation, equally intelligent but lacking the ready apti¬ 
tude of adaptation and backward in the spirit of organisation and 
‘ pushfulness,’ the Government has chosen to leave the less practi cally 
active element neglected and depressed. Whether this policy has 
brought it any strength or earned the gratitude of either party the 
future historian of India will be able to answer. 

By an irony of fate the necessity for a constitutional movement 
on the part of the Mahommedans to obtain in some measure a re¬ 
storation of the balance seems at this juncture to be appreciated 
most at Allyghur. It has taken a quarter of a craitury to enforce 
the lesson that, even under fairly progressive Governments, in the 
struggle for existence and race for progress, no nationality can allow 
itself to be lulled into sleep without facing the defeat which overtook 
the hare in the old-world fable. 

Barely two months ago I noted in this Review ' the«peculiarly 
difficult position occupied by the Mussulman subjects of his Maij^j^ty : 

• 

Whilst the non-ollicial Anglo-Indian and the Hindu communities possess 
powerful institutions for safeguarding their rights and privileges and asserting 
their claims to con^deration and fair play, the Indian Mussulmans are suffering 
acutely from political inanitiqn. Material decadence and general want of touclf 
with modem thought have brought about a deplorable*Btate of disintegration. 
The associations that exist in different parts of the countty posaes.s no solidarity 
and display no conception of the essential requirements of the community. 
There is no concerted action to prevent further decline of their people, to 

‘ August 1906, ‘ India and the New Parliament.’ 
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promote their advancement, to place before Government their considered views 
on public matters, or to obtain relief from the mischiefs arising from the 
misunderstanding of their laws and customs. 

To find one nationality not pressing its claims to an equal recognition of its 
rights is undoubtedly an advantage ; it saves embafrassment. Thus, generally 
speaking, the Mussulman, whilst he is patted on the back for holding aloof 
from what is called ‘political agitation,’ and told to apply himself like a good 
boy to his books, when it comes to practical treatment is relegated to the cold 
shade of neglect. Official statistics show that in Upper India the proportion of 
Mahommedans receiving education is greater than that of their Hindu fellow- 
Bubject.'i. In the other provinces they ha^e admittedly made great progress. 
And yet in the matter of public employment or official recognition they are as 
unfavourably situated as ever. The reason is simple. Tht'y have no political 
influence, and cannot make their voice properly hoard in the council-chamber 
or office-room. “ . 

And *1 ventured to add : 

It must not be supposed ^hat the Mussulmans are devoid of the political 
instinct or oblivious of the value of collective action. They note as keenly as 
any other people the signs of the times; and in this lies the seriousness of the 
situation. Jfn the absence of a recognised organisation capable of expressing 
freely and openly the sentiments and opinions of the Mahommedans as a bodv, 
the feelings of the masses are likely to take a wrong shape and find outlet 
through unregulated channels. 

In studiously moderate language the memorialists have sounded 
a similar note of warning ; 

The Mussulmans of India [they say] have hitherto placed implicit reliance 
on the sense of justice and love of fair dealing that has always characterised 
their rulers, and have in consequence abstained from pressing their claims by 
methods that might prove at all embarrassing; hut. earnestly as we desire that 
the Mussulmans of India should not in the future depart from that excellent 
and time-honoured tradition, recent events have stirred up fe.elipgs, especially 
among the younger generation of Mohamedans, which might, in certain circum¬ 
stances an?l under certain contingencies, easily pass beyond the control of 
temperate counseled sober guidance. 

In spite of the bogey of Pan-Islamism, conjured up by fevered 
brains, which is responsible for much wild talk in the public press 
of England and France, the perspective of Anglo-Indians, officials and 
non-o ffifi ppls. as regards Mahommedans, has considerably altered 
wit!^u recent years. They are regarded now as one of the most loyal 
nationalities of India ; in fact, their Loyalty has come to be recognised 
as one of the ‘ bulwarks ’ of the British Empire. It is felt that to 
neglect any longer a pe6ple which, by its self-control under the most 
> trying circumstances, has shown itself worthy of lielp and support, 
would be equally unjust and impolitic. 

At this moment a Commission, appointed by the Viceroy at the 
invitation of His Majesty’s Secretary of State, is dehberating over 
certain proposals to afford a larger scope for tlie employment of 
qualified Indians in the higher departments of State service, to further 

V 



ie06 DAWN OF A NEW POLICY IN INDIA 


827 


enlarge the Legislative Councils, and to extend the principle of election. 
All these subjects are admittedly of the utmost importance to the 
Indian Mussulmans. To have missed the opportunity of representing ^ 
the Mahommedan side of the question would have been fatal. For 
no thoughtful Indian, whatever his politics, can believe that the 
progress of India can be promoted by depressing or keeping in the 
background one nationality in favcmi* of another. 

The memorial presented by the Deputation, although it omits to 
notice one or two points, expresses in moderate and dignified lan¬ 
guage the views and feifelings of the Mahommedan people with respect 
to the questions before the Commission. Neither their moderation 
nor their self-restr^nt will spare the rilemorialists from the sectional 
indignation to which all attempts to seek justice for another body 
are exposed. But the prayers are so well-founded and legitimate 
that they cannot .fail to command the approval and sympathy of 
every class interested in the welfare of India. 

The memorial presents for the consideration of Government two « 
questions, viz. : (1) the employment of the Mahommedans in the 
service of the State ; and (2) their representation on the Provincial 
and Viceregal Councils, on the Municipal and Local Boards, and on 
the Senates and Syndicates of the Indian Universities. With regard 
to the first they say : 

We beg to observe that the political importance ot a community to a con¬ 
siderable' cx'tent gains strength or suffers detriment according to the position the 
inembcrB of that conimimity occupy in the service of the State. If, as it is 
unfortnnately tlie case with the Mohaiuedans, they are not adequately repre¬ 
sented in this manner, they lose in the prestige and influence which are justly 
their due. Wc therefor^ pray that Government will bo graciously pleased to 
provide that, both in the gazetted and the subordinate and ministerial services of 
all Indian provinces, a due proportion of Mohamedans should always find 
place. Orders of like import have, at times, been issued by local ^vernnients 
in some provinces, but have, unfortunately, not in all cases befln strictly enforced, 
on the ground that qualified Mohamedans were not forthcoming. This allega¬ 
tion, however true it may have been at one time, is no longer tenable now; 
and wherever the will to employ them is not wanting the supply of qualified 
Mohamedans, we are happy to be able to assure your Excelhsncy, is greater 
than any possible demand. Since, however, the number of qualified Moha- 
inedans has increased a tendency is unfortunately perceptible to them on 

the ground of relatively supe»ior qualifications having to bo given precq^nce. 
This introduces something like the .competitive element in its worst form, and 
we maybe permitted to draw your Excellency’s attention to the political signifi 
cauce of the monopoly of all official influence by one^slass. Wc may also point out 
in this connection ^lat the efforts of Mohamedan educationists have from the 
very outset of the education movement among them been strenuously directed* 
towards the development of character, and this, wo venture to think, is of greater 
importance than mere mental alertness in the making of «, good public servant. 

To understand the exact import of this prayer it would be neces¬ 
sary to glance for a moment at the actual position of the Mahom¬ 
medan element in the various branches of the public service. ,, ^ J 
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Up to the time of Lord William Bentinck, the philanthropic 
Governor-General who desired to pull down the Taj at Agra, the 
balance between the two great nationalities was fairly even. Perhaps 
it inclined somewhat in favour of the Mahommedans. The East 
India Company had obtained from a Mahommedan emperor the 
functions of collecting the revenue of Bengal, Behar, and Orissa; 
and, although many changes had Jbeen introduced since then in the 
administration affecting the position of the Mussulmans, the tradition 
was still maintained that, in view of the compact of 1766, they were 
entitled to more liberal consideration than any other co mmuni ty. 
From 1828 the attitude of Government underwent a change. The 
result was a gradual depletion of the Mussulman element in all branches 
of the public service open to Indians. In 1871 the proportion of 
Mahdinmedans to their Hindu compatriots in what is called the 
gazetted appointments was less than one-seventh; in 1882 it had 
fallen below one-tenth! 

As regards the lower grades the distribution of State patronage 
bore ♦an e.xtraoTdinary character. A few figures taken at random 
will illustrate this observation. In the Foreign Office staff, con¬ 
sisting of 54 officers, only one was a Mahommedan. The same 
was the case in the Home Department staff, composed of 63 
officers. In the Departments of Finance and Revenue, formed of 
75 officers, in the Comptroller-General’s office, with a staff of 
63 officers, in the office of the Secretary to the Government 
of Bengal (General and Revenue Department), with a staff of 
90 officers of a superior grade, in the Judicial, Political, and 
Appointment Departments, composed of 82 officers, in the office 
of the Accountant-General of Bengal, with 181 officers, not a single 
Mahommedan enjoyed office. In the Board of Revenue, with 
113 assistants, only one was a Mahommedan. Similarly in the office 
of the Inspectol-General of Registration in Bengal there was only 
one. In the Customs Department, with a staff of 130 principal 
officers and assistants, the Mahommedans were conspicuous by their 
absence from the muster roll. In the Preventive Department, in the 
Calcutta Collectorate, in the office of the Director-General of Post- 
Offices in-India there was not a single Mahommedan. In the Postal 
Depiiif(|ment, out of 2,035 officers, only 110*were Mahommedans. In 
the Telegraph and the Public Works Departments none. Out of 
421 officers in the Department of Public Instruction only 38 were 
Mahommedans. In the High Court of Calcutta, out of 298 officers, 
* only 47 ; and in the Calcutta Court of Small Causes, out of 27 
ministerial officers ohly one was a Mahommedan. 

In the Eastern districts of Bengal—viz. Fureedpore, Pubna, 
Mymensingh, Rajshahye, Chittagong, Midnapore, Rungpore, &c.—the 
Mussulman population is considerably larger than the Hindu, in some 
places forming two-thirds at least of the population. In the Fureedpore 
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district in 1882 out of a total of 366 Government employes only 
30 were Mahommedans. In Mymensingh, out of 344, only 20 were 
Mus&ulmans. In Midnapore, out of 499, only 39; in Pubna, out o f, 
205, only 26 ; in Rajshaliye, out of 338, only 57 > and in Barisal, out of 
423, not more than 36 belonged to the Mussulman community. 

Since then English education has advanced by ‘ If aps and bounds ’ 
among the Indian Mahommedans ; it would be interesting and edifying 
to know how, after twenty-one year^ working of Lord Dufferin’s 
Resolution, the proportion stands to-day. The official list, which 
gives the names only of office-holders in the superior grades, is 
instructive. In the Provincial Service to which appointments are 
invariably made iij India, out of 42 Subordinate judges in Bengal, 
only one, so far as I can see, is a Mahommedan.* Out of 75 deputy 
magistrates in the first four grades, 13 are Mahommedans. In Eastern 
Bengal, among the 10 subordinate judges, not one is a Mahom- 
medan ; out of 19 deputy magistrates in the second, third, and fourth 
grades, only one is a Mussulman. In the first grade there is not one. 

In 1882, out of 261 munsifFs, who rank below the s«bordtnate 
judges, 14 were Mahommedans. It may well be asked. Has there 
been any improvement since then ? 

In the other presidencies the condition is no better. 

In the Bombay Presidency out of 18 subordinate judges of the 
first class only one is a Mahommedan, and that in Sind, which is 
largely a Mahommedan province. Similarly one lucky follower of 
Islam finds a place among 22 deputy collectors in the first four 
grades. In the Madras Judicial Service, out of 165 appointments, 
135 are held by Hindus, 26 by Europeans and Eurasians, and only 2 
by Mahommedans. Ih the Executive Branch, out of 23 incumbents in 
the first three grades, a solitary Mussulman forms the exception. 
The Moslem Patriot of Madras states that in the ‘ Salt., ABkari, and 
f’ustoms Department,’ where strength of character is*more important 
than University qualifications, ‘out of a total of 1,056 officers, 223 
are Europeans, 790 Hindus, and only 43 Mahommedans.’ Whilst a 
Mussulman correspondent in the Times of India of the 15th of 
September points out that out of 225 officers employed in various 
judicial and executive capacities in the Bombay Presidciicy only 
eight are Mahommedans.* In the Punjab Provincial Service, oiJt of 
44 officers in the first four grades, only 12 are Mahommedans ; whilst 
in the Upper Provinces, out of 44 subordinate judges, only 13 are 
Mahommedans, ajid in the Executive Branch of the Provincial 
Service in the first four ^ades, out of 51 officers, 16 belong to the 
Mussulman faith. . 

Among the ‘ ministerial staS ’—the host of assistants and clerks— 

• the disparity everywhere is still more disheartening. 

* In 1882, out of 56 officers, 3 ware Mahommedans, 44 Ilindus, and 9 Europeans. 

I 
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With these facta before ua we can hardly wonder at the rankling 
sense of injustice which, it is useless to disguise, pervades the educated 
classes of Indian Mahommedans. Many of them have by diht of 
perseverance and industry, acquired the education that has been held 
out to them as the passport to State employment. Like their more 
active and ‘ pushful ’ compatriots, they entertain the legitimate 
ambition of sharing in State patronage. Their sentiments naturally 
affect the feelings of the general body. It is to their credit that they 
have hitherto abstained from clamour, and so far maintained un¬ 
shaken loyalty to the British Crown. 

A consistent and statesmanlike endeavour, which will not allow 
itself to be diverted from the pursuit of its object by adverse criticism, 
to redress the grievances of the classes from whom the public service 
is, or in the ordinary course wotxld be, recruited, is the only remedy 
that can satisfy the Mahommedans and restore their confidence in 
British justice. 

This in substance is the prayer of the memorialists. It is neifher 
extravagant nor unfair to any other community. They recognise it 
is only human nature that men should help relations, friends, and 
fellow-castemen, and try to hold the door against ‘ aliens.’ The 
desire for monopoly is not the characteristic of one continent. But 
they consider it to be the duty of the State to hold the balance, regard¬ 
less of sectional clamour, with even justice.® 

As the first step towards the fulfilment of the promise held out to 
the Deputation, a complete and exhaustive return should be called 
for, showing the relative proportion of Mussulman employes, save, 
perhaps, in the menial grades. The return should be submitted 
periodically to the Government of India and the Horne Government. 
This would enable the superior and controlling authorities to form 
an adeqiAte idea of the situation, and to keep an eye on the process 
of amehoration! Heads of departments should be required to deal 
personally with the applications, and to see that all classes receive 
fair play. Vacancies, again, should be notified in the provincial 
gazettes and local publications, in vernacular and English. Above 
all, I submit, the rules laid down in Lord Dufferin’s Resolution should 
be strict^’ enforced. 

’ The allegation of the Mahommedans thatthe unpopularity of the late Lieutenant- 
Governor of Eastern Bengal was in great measure duo to his proclaimed desire to do 
them justice does not seem to be unwarranted. The avowed organ of the ‘ National 
Congress ’ in London, in commenting on the well-known Lyon Circular, in which 
certain rules were laid down for the admission of MahommedaAs to public offices, had 
the remarkable heading for its paragraph, ‘Religiou's Test, not Merit’; and now an 
agitation is said to be 90 foot to get the Circular rescinded. This, 1 am afraid, is not 
the spirit which would win the sympathy of the Mussulmans in Congress enterprises; 
nor does it appear to be in accord with the modus vivendi suggested by one of the 
Congress journals in Bengal for Mabomisedan co-operation. One of the suggestions 
was that ‘ in any case they ’ (i.e. the two communities) ‘ should never cry out when any 
undue favour is shown by Government to either of them ’ I 
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The memorialists have laid great emphasis on the subject of 
Mahommedan representation in the Legislative Councils. The 
functions of these chambers have greatly altered within the last few 
years; the non-official tnernbers have obtained the right of inter¬ 
pellation, wliich enables them not only to indicate the trend of public 
opinion, but often to call attention to grievances t^e ventilation of 
which otherwise would be left to .irresponsible journalists. It has 
also become the practice for Government, at the conclusion of the 
Legislative Session, to detail, foe the information of the Council, its 
financial and in some respects its general administrative policy, thus 
giving the members an opportunity for criticism and comment on 
the measures proposed, A further ‘ enlal’gement ’ of the Councils and 
extension of the principle of election, with possibly a widening of their 
functions, arc on the tapis. Under these circumstances it is of vital 
importance to the Mahommedans to be properly represented "in the 
Supreme and Provincial Councils. 

The memorialists do not appear to overstate their claim yrben they 
say that • " 

in any kind of representation, direct or indirect, [the share accorded to the 
Mussulman couimunityj should bo commensurate, not merely with their 
numerical strength, but also with their political importance and the value of 
the contribution they make to the defence of the Empire ; and that in this 
connection due consideration should be given to the position which they occupied 
in India a little more than a hundred years ago, and of which the traditions 
have naturally not faded from their minds. 

The general interests of tbe different nationalities of India under 
British rule are identical, but the Mahommedans have special interests 
besides; and their claims with regard to these can be represented in 
a satisfactory manner only by competent men of their own faith 
enjoying the confidence of the bulk of their people. Hitheilio, with 
very rare exceptions, Mahommedan members have bSen nominated 
by Government. Considering the difficulties which surround the 
task, it must bo admitted the selections have, on the whole, been 
remarkably successful. But it cannot be denied that under the 
system of nomination the representation of Mahommedans has by no 
means been adequate. In the Legislative Council of Bengal^if I am 
not mistaken, there are scv&n Hindu members to two Mahommedaw ; 
in the Legislative Council of the" United Provinces five Hindus and 
two Mahommedans; in the Legislative Coujicil of Bombay, nine 
Hindus and Parsis and two Mahommedans. In the Madras Legis- 
lative Council, out of twenty members eight are Hindus and one a 
Mahommedan. 

The reply of the Viceroy gives the Mahommedans the assurance 
that in the remodelling of the constitution, their claims to proper 
representation would be fully borne in mind. It is therefore neces¬ 
sary to consider how that object can bo best attained. With the 
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extension of the principle of election, the position of a nominated 
member could hardly fail to become invidious; his opinions and his 
vote would be discounted as that of a Government nominee. "The 
memorialists have pointed out with conclusive force that, to leave the 
election of Mahommedan members in the hands of electoral bodies 
as at present constituted, would reduce the principle to absurdity. 
The only possible solution—the^oply means, in fact, of ensuring the 
proper and fair representati(m of the Mahommedan element in the 
Viceregal and Provincial Councils—is by confiding to the several 
communities the election of their own representatives. Any other 
system would land the State in confusion and leave the Mahomme- 
dans stranded. 

Whilst ordinarily the choice of representatives should be left to 
the two communities separately, the power of nomination should 
be retained for remedying the balance whenever occasion may arise 
for its exercise. 

The election of members for the Provincial Councils should, I 
submit, be confided to the following classes of individuals : 

(o) Mahommedan members of the district and municipal boards, 
members of the learned professions, merchants, and persons holding 
office under Government with an emolument of more than a hundred 
rupees a month. 

(6) Pensioners drawing an allowance of not less than fifty rupees 
a month. 

(c) Persons deriving a permanent income of a hundred rupees a 
month from house or landed property. 

(d) Graduates of the Universities of five years’ standing. 

(c) Oriental scholars who have held scholatshipa of fifty rupees a 
month not otherwise disqualified. 

(/) Holders of any title or distinction from Government. 

With regarcl to Mahommedan representation in the Imperial Legis¬ 
lative Council, the memorialists make an important submission. They 
urge that the proportion of Mahommedan ‘ representatives should not 
be determined on the basis of the numerical strength of the com¬ 
munity, and that in any case the Mohamedan representatives should 
never be an ineffective minority.’ And they suggest that the election 
shoiM be entrusted to an electoral body composed of ‘ Mahommedan 
landowners, lawyers, merchants, and representatives of other important 
interests of a status tg be determined by Government, Mahommedan 
members of the Provincial Councils, and Mahommf.dan Fellows of the 
Universities.’ To my mind it would be simpler, certainly less compli¬ 
cated, to leave the election in the hands of the Mussulman members 
of the several provincial councils, but the field of selection should not 
be confined to their own body. 

These suggestions are submitted as mere tentative hints for the 
consideration of the Commission to whom has been confided the task of 
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devising a practical scheme which would safeguard the interests and 
satisfy the reasonable aspirations of all communities. In the decision 
regarding the proportion in which the different elements should be 
represented, a variety, of considerations will naturally enter. At a 
time when- unrest and excitement in one province which has derived 
the greatest benefit from British rule wears the appearance of develop¬ 
ing into strife and disorder, the qualities of self-restraint, of a spirit 
of compromise and some conception of the hmitations to political 
activity will probably not be overlooked. 

The election of n^ernbers to the Councils docs not offer to my 
mind the same difficulty as that to the District and Local Boards, 
which, to use the language of the ^ memorialists, form, as it were, 

‘ the initial run^s in the ladder of self-government.’ Hitherto 
Mahoramedan representation on these bodies has been to them a 
constant source of heart-burning. And it will continue to be so until 
the proportion o*f members from the two communities is (lefinitely 
fixed, and the election lcf\ to them separately. 

The memorialists have put so clearly the case of the Mahommedans ' 
as regards representation in the pubbe services, the Counbils, and the 
local bodies, that it may appear somewhat ungracious to call attention 
to what seems an omission. For there is no alhision in the memorial 
to the defective administration of the Mahommedan law in the British- 
Indian Courts of Justice. The appointment of qualified Mahommedans 
to the High Courts of India is unquestionably a matter of importance ; 
and the memoriabsts are right in their contention that, having regard 
to the fact that learned Bengali lawyers sit on the bench in the 
Punjab Chief Court and the High Court of Allahabad, there is no 
reason whatsoever against taking a competent Mahommedan from the 
Punjab or Allahabad to the other provinces, and vice versa. Nor ought 
it to be overlooked that the community of language, ^ sentiment, 
and traditions places the Mahommedans of the different provinces 
on a common platform, and constitutes them in an emphatic sense 
one nationality. 

But in my opinion the proper administration of Mahommedan 
law will not be placed on a satisfactory basis until there is a large 
increase in the number of Mahommedans in the ranks ofjthe subordi 
nate judiciary. 

Twenty-four years ago, in connection with these self-same''ques¬ 
tions, I ventured to make in the columns of this Review the 

following remarks : 

# 

The depressed and de.spairing condition of the Mahommedans demands tfie 
serious attention of Government, and should not be"dealt with longer in the 
dileitantc way which has hitherto been the fashion, but in a real earnest manner. 
A nation consisting of upwards of fifty millions of souls, ‘ with great traditions, 
but without a career,’ deprived by slow degrees of wealth and influence by a 
policy of mistaken sentimentalism, mixed with a contemptuous disregard for 
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popular foolings, must always constitute an important factor in the adminis 
tration of India. It is this factor which cannot be ignored, and which must bo 
taken into account by Government in all future projects for the well-bein^ of 
India.'* 

* i 

To-day the most influential organ in the Enghsh Press repeats the 
warning in stronger language : 

We have now reached a .stage vrherc assurances will bo quite valueless 
unless they arc backed by deeds. If the Indian Government does not retain 
the confidence of loyal minorities fby a steady and consistent policy, then, in 
words recently quoted in our columns, we mui^' expect to sec the Mahommedans 
‘ cither join the Congress or sot up a second agitation df their oivn.’^ 

The eventual success, however, of the constitutional movement 
inaugurated by the Deputation rests on the Mussulmans themselves 
and their prominent men. Occasional and sporadic efforts of this 
kind will lead to no permanent result. Measures change with men. 
To watch over the development of the Mahomriiedan people, to 
protect their interests, to see that their claims to equitable treatment 
are not neglected, to work loyally with the Government, and, in a 
spirit'of fairness and compromise, with all other communities in the 
promotion of the common welfare, they should have permanent and 
influential associations in every district and in every province acting 
in conjunction with and under the guidance of a central organisation 
located in some place like Allyghur, which focuses at this moment 
the intellectual hfe and political activity of the Mahommedans of Indiaj 

Ameer Ali. 

* A Cry fiom the Indian Mahommedans, Anguat 1882. According to the last 
census, the Mahommedan population directly subject to Untish rule exceeds sixty-two 
millions. , 

“ The Times, September 26, 1906. 



1.906 


THE PEERS AND THE ^EDUCATION BILL 


We are approaching the last stage ia the consideration of the ill- 
omened Education Bill, It has already passed through many vicissi¬ 
tudes, and has assumed a shape little like that in which it came forth 
from the lips of the originator on the night of the first reading in the 
House of Commons. It has gradually become more hopelessly and 
inconsistently unjust; but after the weariness of prolonged discussion 
there are, evidently, comparatively few who desire its ab|olute jrejec- 
tion, because they arc reluctant to enter once again on fresh argument 
in a matter of which all are growing unutterably weary. 

The House of Lords cannot change a Bill which is radically bad 
and fundamentally unjust into a good measure. The most that the 
Peers can hope to effect is to soften down some of the most glaring 
inconsistencies of the Government project, and to work it into such a 
form that it may last until the country is ready for a rehearing of 
the whole question. No one, even in the Ministry itself, and least of 
all the Minister of Education, can imagine that a definite and lasting 
settlement has been -reached, or that the scheme upon which so much 
of the public energy has been wasted will prove a workable arrangement 
enduring for any long space of time. • 

Still at this last moment it may not be amiss t© recall once more 
the points in which the lights of Cathohes are violated by the proposals 
of the Government; those in which Catholics look with confidence to 
the House of Lords for redress ; and those upon which they intend to 
insist in the future whenever they have an opportunity of asserting 
their claims. 

Cathohes have asked, as a matter of right, for Cathohe *sqhool8 
for the children of Catholic parents ; for Catholic teachers in those 
schools ; and for Catholic oversight of the religious teaching and 
influence which^shall prevail in the schools to be frequented by such 
children. The first effect of the Bill, as it now stands, would be 
to destroy by starvation half of our schools. The Government know 
well that owing to our poverty, and owing to the* demands continually 
made upon us for the building and maintenance of churches, the 
support of clergy, the foundation and upkeep of numberless institu¬ 
tions of charity, it is simply impossible for us to build, keep in repair, 

. ^ 836 3 1 2 
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and maintain the public elementary schools which are needed for 
our children without our due share of those public funds to which 
we make our full contribution. Our rural schools and our schools 
'in town districts which are not urban areas are 243 in number—all 
these are doomed. In the urban areas 254 other schools will be 
lost, because we are compelled by law to admit Protestant children, 
whom we have no desire to receive. At least an additional ninety- 
three schools will be excluded from participation in public aid because 
there is no Council school in the area. Thus we know for certain that 
no fewer than 590 out of our 1,056 Catholic schools are in imminent 
danger of destruction as a result of the proposals of the Liberal Govern¬ 
ment. A recent and very careful calculation has shown that, owing 
to the operation of other clauses in the Bill, a total representing eighty 
per cent, of our schools will be placed in jeopardy. 

Next we have no guarantee whatever that our children will be 
entrusted to the care of CathoHc teachers even in the few schools that 
we are to be allowed to retain. We are told that of course, at first, 
things will continue as they are at present, and that there is naturally 
no intention of displacing the teachers who are now employed. Then 
we are assured that hereafter, when teachers resign or die, Local Autho¬ 
rities are so wise and considerate that they will without doubt appoint 
Catholic teachers, where there are Catholic children in sufficient number 
to constitute a Catholic school in the sense in which the Board of 
Education may be pleased to accept the term, W’e are given this 
assurance in face of persistent insistence on the undefined shibboleth, 
‘No tests for teachers.’ What meaning are we really to attach 
to this cry ? If it signifies that no man or woman is to be debarred 
from entering the teaching profession on account of his or her religious 
opinions, well and good ; we are all agreed. But if it is to be under¬ 
stood that children, whose parents desire that they should receive, day 
by day in school, definite religious teaching, are to be placed under the 
care of those who may not be asked whether they believe or do not 
believe, whether they practise or do not practise, that creed which 
it will be their duty to impart, then emphatically never was there 
more misleading nonsense uttered than this parrot-cry, ‘No tests 
for teachers. ’ And it is the duty of Ministers to tell us definitely 
what they do mean and what they do not mean, and not to leave the 
country to vague uncertainties on fundamental questions, or to ask 
us to put implicit trust in the good intentions of Nonconformist 
authorities. 

Lastly, the imchanging and absolutely cpnsistent attitude of the 
Cathohe Church on the question of religious teaching receives no 
recognition at all. With us the Bishops are the Divinely appointed 
guardians of such teaching. It is part of their pastoral duty to 
prescribe the matter and the manner of the instruction of Catholic 
children in all that pertains to the faith. This duty they discharge 



1906 THiJr PE EES AND THE EDUCATION BILL 837 


by the examination of those who are to teach, so that they may be 
satisfied as to their knowledge and capacity; by the periodical inspection 
of the schools; and by prescribing the catechisms to be taught, and 
the amount of knowledge to be acquired 9.ccor^g to the age of the 
children. These are things which, according to the discipline and 
tradition of the Catholic Church, are all of them outside the competence 
of any lay or civil authority. Ye^ the intentions oi the Government 
place us in every one of these matters |bsolutely at the mercy of the 
Local Authorities, who will be free to usurp functions which are in our 
eyes necessarily and inalienably attached to the pastoral office. 

We look to the House of Lords to do at least four things. 

First, the illogigal and foolish restriction of the extended facilities, 
granted under clause 4, to urban areas with a population of over 
5,(XK) is indefensible. Both the limitations in this clause ought*to be 
abolished ; for rights of conscience ought to be respected in all areas, 
great or small, in the case of those who live in the country as well 
as of those who dwell in towns. We shall, without adnaitting for an 
instant the justice of such an arrangement, be content tip maintain 
our schools in those few places where the Catholic school is the only 
school in existence ; for therein the Local Authority may feel obliged 
to provide an alternative school for the children of Protestant parents, 
although they are only now awaking to this necessity and have been 
quite content to use our schools in the past. Even in these cases 
there is no reason that any fair-minded man can assign why we should 
be deprived of Parliamentary grants if our schools are efficiently 
maintained ; but this, probably, is a question of finance outside the 
control of the Upper House. 

Next, some mean's must be devised whereby the parents of the 
children who attend the school can, in a legal and constitutional 
manner, give effective utterance of their wishes as to the mtftiagement 
of the school and the choice of the teachers who are 1;o be responsible 
for the teaching imparted in it. This is a matter of vital importance 
for the reason that our parents will, as a general rule, not be content 
to send their children to a school unless they can be satisfied that the 
teachers are really Catholics in spirit and practice, no less than in 
name and profession. The mere word of the Local Edud&tion Com¬ 
mittee will have small v^ue in their eyes in a questiorx of this*kind. 
Such provision is also absolutely necessary if grievous wrong is not 
tc> be done to oiir institutes of devoted Religious women. These 
Sisters in hundreds have given their lives to the work of elementary 
teaching. They have shrunk from no toil or labour or self-sacrifice* 
to fit themselves for their task, to which they demote not a few years 
only, but their whole worldng lives. Those who know them, be they 
Catholic or non-Catholic, and who have been eye-witnesses of their 
work, wiU give ready testimony to their merits. Often they are 
superior to aU competitors in their intellectual acquirements, and in the 
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refinement and culture of their minds. Even when they are less 
well provided with professional distinction, they are almost invariably 
deserving of the very highest consideration on account of the ‘high 
moral influence which they exercise over ‘ the children, and the 
spiritualising power which they are able to exert in the formation 
of their characters. What is to become of these teachers, of the 
greatest value in our eyes, and well deserving of special consideration 
at the hands of the nation ? f Are they to be thrown out of employ¬ 
ment, are their inestimable services te be discarded ? This must of 
necessity be the case if parents are to have “no voice at all in the 
selection of the teachers for our schools. I need not allude to localities 
where well-known bigotry would most certainly exclude such teachers 
simply because they wear a distinctive religious dress. For one such 
instance there will be a hundred where Local Education Committees 
will fail' to retain or to secure the appointment of our Sisters, simply 
because these authorities are as a rixle profoundly ignorant of the 
great teaching organisations existing in the Catholic Church, and^ 
when they do know of their existence, are often quite finable to 
appraise their value and merits. A great and glaring injustice, of 
which, perhaps, Ministers are totally oblivious, will certainly be 
inflicted on these earnest and most capable teachers, if their chance of 
appointment is to rest absolutely in the hands of Local Authorities, 
and our parents are left without a clear, definite, and statutory means 
of making known their desires in a matter which is to them of the 
most extreme importance. 

Thirdly, the monstrous provision that, as soon as twenty-one 
per cent, of Protestant children have been placed in our schools, 
which were not built for them and have no desire to jeceive them, 
these unwelcome intruders may claim the right of depriving our 
Catholic children on many days of the week of the definite religious 
teaching which their parents desire for them, must be very considerably 
modified. No one can quite understand how parents are to make 
their wishes known under the provisions of this part of the Bill; and 
it is quite possible that the regulations of the ballot may bo of such a 
character as to conceal rather than to declare their real desires. All 
thesg matters call for very careful consideration and amendment in the 
House of Lords. 

Lastly, we look to the Peers to* make it unmistakably evident 
that there is to be fair play all round. If any one form of religious 
teaching is to be provided at the public cost, then alternative forma 
must be provided the same manner. If there is to be no such 
provision for the teaching of the Catholic Catechism, there must be 
none for the so-called simple Bible Teaching, for Undenominationalisra, 
or for any other indefinite belief. Nonconformists must surely see 
the justice of this contention. They have declared that they are 
unable, for conscientious motives, to nay rates for the teaching of the 
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doctrines of the Church of England or of the Catholic Church. They 
have been ready to suffer distraint and imprisonment rather than 
violate their conscience in this respect. They must be well aware 
that the teaching which they are ready to ^ocept is certainly no 
whit less abhorrent to us than our teaching is to them. How can they, 
with any sense of honour or of conscientious consideration, call upon 
us to do that which on their owp. principles they must regard as a 
sinful and immoral act ? The promfters of this Bill have in this 
matter shown themselves shamelessly unjust: they are using two 
weights and two measures, and they are treating the public funds 
as though they were the property of Nonconformists only. Rates 
are taken imxjarti 3 . 11 y from Catholics, from Jews, from members of the 
Church of England and from the adherents of the Nonconformist 
bodies. With equal impartiality they must be employed *in the 
service of all, witjiout in'iddious discrimination. » 

These are the points that we feel justified in urging upon the 
attention of the House of Lords. If they are taken into account, the • 
Bill will become less flagrantly unjust; but conceived, as it esscHtially 
is, to give a preference to those who value indefinite teaching, and 
to hamper those to whom such teaching is worse than useless, it is 
incapable of transformation into a completely just measure. 

But Governments come and pass, and the fight for justice con¬ 
tinues. For thirty-six years we have asked for educational equality. 
At moments we have approached more nearly to it. Now we are 
rudely cast back again. We shall not be silent on that account. 
Concurrent endowment is not the impossibihty which the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland endeavoured to make us believe that it is when 
he treated the subject in the House of Commons. It is worldng well 
in other countries. With a little reasonableness it might work very 
well in England, and men may come to sec that without sdme system 
of that nature there will be neither educational peace nor educational 
progress in our midst. The religious difficulty cannot be abolished 
by Act of Parliament. It will continue to exist until it is solved by 
equitable measures. We shall continue to plead that our Catholic 
schools have a right to be as all other schools ; that if the latter are 
provided or rented by the State, rent must be paid for the former 
too. In face of the Minister of Education’s avowed intentions and 
public declarations a few months ago, who will ask us to be satisfied, 
with the pitiful surrender of principle on thi^ point, into which he has 
allowed himself io be forced ? But be the struggle long or brief, we 
shall continue it, as we* have done through all the changing years 
since 1870. * , 

Meanwhile, let his Majesty’s Ministers take heed. They are 
entering on a very perilous path. ^ If they have their way, some five 
hundred Catholic schools will be closed. In five hundred districts 
Catholic parents will have to ^ace the^alternative^of^dcpriving their 
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children of education, save such as may be given at home or in ill- 
equipped and poorly-staffed schools, or of entrusting them to those 
who, on account of their religious belief or non-belief, are unable to 
command the confidence of Xlatholic parents. Is the law to be put in 
force against these parents; are they to be compelled, against their 
will and against their conscience, to send their Catholic children to 
non-Catholic schools, taught and-controlled by non-Catholics ? This 
is the very grave question whiclj in all earnestness I put to the members 
of the Government. Let them think again before they create a 
situation which they will ever after most bitterly regret; and let them 
remember in time that it is a foolish thing to trifle with men’s con¬ 
sciences, above all when thosd consciences belong, to Catholics. At 
the moment of the General Election, in the public discussions since 
that time in Parliament and outside its walls, we Catholics have 
treated this question in its true aspect—namely, !n,s one which inti¬ 
mately affects the religious convictions of our people. We have 
neither used party weapons nor sought party advantages. As far 
as the Church is concerned, it is absolutely immaterial whether it be 
eventually settled by this Liberal Government or their Conservative 
opponents. In our eyes it is a question outside and above all sectional 
and political differences. There will be an evil day in store for any 
political party that dares to disregard our united conscientious cry 
for justice in the treatment of our elementary schools. 


^ Francis, Archbishop op Westminster. 
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The meeting of the Convocation of Canterbury which commences on 
the 13th of November next will be one of exceptional interest, not 
only to the ecclesiastical world, but, to a great extent, to-everyone 
in England who finds pleasure in the history of the past. I intend 
to deal further on with the indifference with which the ordinary • 
layman views this ancient ecclesiastical assembly, and wilh now 
mention the two causes which make it of unusual importance to-day, 
the first being the recent Report of the Royal Commission on Church 
Discipline, a Report which, to the glad surprise of most people, was 
a unanimous one, and which Report has strongly recommended the 
issue of Letters of Business to the Convocations to amend the 
existing rubrics. The second cause is the composition of the present 
House of Commons, the great majority of which is unfavourable to the 
status of the Church of England. 

The Government, although it is itself about to issue the Letters 
of Business, cannot be counted upon as friendly to the Church, and 
has quite naturally reserved its freedom of action ; nor is it certain 
that, except on a strong case made out. this Parliament will give 
effect to any proposals likely to improve the Church’s position. This 
has not always been the case when a Liberal Government has been 
in power ; but then, it must be remembered, in all recent Liberal 
Parliaments the attack on the Church was held back by Mr. 
Gladstone. The action of the Government is now, however, tanta¬ 
mount to an encouragement to Convocation to proceecf on its own 
course. 

There is perhaps no subject in the whole of our constitutional, 
history which has had so much learning, and, to a great extent, it 
must be confesseid, so much contradictory learning, bestowed upon it. 
Many books, reports, articles, legal opinions, and debates are to be found 
which are full of controversy as to its origin ftqd its powers. They 
are rarely looked at now; the newspaper reader finds barely half a 
dozen columns on Convocation in, his daily paper in the whole year; 
the man in the street knows it only by name, and yet Convocation 
has existed, substantially in dts present form, for more than six 
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centuries, and in some kindred form for a far longer time still. How¬ 
ever, even those most zealous for its antiquity can bo content with 
, a pedigree going back to the reign of King Edward the First and the 
dawn of the English Parliament. 

Probably in some shape [said the late Lord Coleridge] it is older than Parlia- 
inent; certainly in the time of Edwtyd the First and Edward the Second there 
were attempts made, partially and temporarily successful, to incorporate it into 
Parliament. The clergy are stilt summoned in the writs addressed at the 
beginning of each Parliament to the Archbishops and Eishops of England— 
and it was the same in Ireland before the disestablislilnent. . . . The old writ 
remains as a piece of historical evidence, but the separation of Convocation and 
Parliament has been complete since the days of Eichard the Second, if not of 
Edward the Third.‘ 

As is to be supposed, its influence has fallen off with the growth 
of the Parliamentary power, as did the Canon Law before the Common 
Law, but in the past on several occasions it has played a signal and 
usefid part in the story of England, When I speak of Convocation, 
it will be understood that the Convocation of Canterbury is for the 
most part referred to, for although both Provinces have always had 
their great council, with co-ordinate privileges, and a certain amount 
of rivalry as to their (now well-settled) precedence, tbe history of the 
York body has by comparison been uneventful. 

In early years, when the power wielded by the Church was over¬ 
whelming, Convocation had something approaching to legislative 
power, and a wide freedom in promulgating its canons. It also 
claimed and exercised the right of taxation and voting subsidies; 
but these powers were checked in the reign of Henry the Eighth, 
who was naturally jealous of ecclesiastical power; and by an Act 
of the twenty-fifth year of his reign, known as the Act of Submission, 
the authority was taken away from Convocation to ‘ enact, pro- 
mulge, and execute ’ new canons without the King’s license having 
been first obtained, and even then the canons were not to be ‘ con- 
trariant ’ to the royal prerogative or the law of England. This was 
a very important curtailment of their privileges, for without the 
King they-could do nothing, and with the King they could not alter 
the l#w. His royal license is not the same thing as the Letters of 
Business already mentioned, though in certain times in modern 
history they seem to have been confused, and there is nothing to 
prevent Letters of Business issuing to discuss a matter generally, 
and subsequently the license to enact the^ draft regulations recom¬ 
mended. A royal Ihjense, such as is here referred to, was issued by 
Edward the Sixth, ‘and under it the first Prayer-book, known by his 
name, was constructed. To be more exact, it was not prepared in, 
but was approved by, Convocation, and afterwards became law by 


* llcg. V. Archbishop of York, in the Q^ieen’s Bench Division in 1888. 
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virtue of an Act of Parliament. Three years later the first set of 
Articles, forty-two in number, were sanctioned by Convocation, and 
were published by royal authority. Convocation was, of course, at^ 
that time in full symjJathy with the anti-Ronjian zeal of the nation, 
and therefore was not dictating to a jealous rival, but co-operating 
with an ally. 

After the interlude of Queen Mary’s reign the process of reformation 
was resumed, though at the outset Queen Elizabeth peremptorily 
admonished Convocation not*to make any more canons, no doubt 
because the change 6f reign would not have at once changed the 
propensities of the bishops and clergy. The latter, courtier-like, 
obeyed, though the necessity for a ro/al license had been taken away 
by Mary. 

A Protestant liturgy was, however, introduced and earned by 
Parliament on the credit of the learned individuals to whom its pre¬ 
paration had been entrusted, but in this important work Convocation 
had no share. • 

In 1562, however, a most important assembly of the body took 
place, and the present Thirty-nine Articles were agreed to, the last 
three of the earlier code being dropped. The manner of making these 
can be read in the Prayer-book itself, and it can be seen that it was 
easier in those days to alter the liturgy than it is now, as, for instance, 
it says that if any difficulty arises about the external policy con¬ 
cerning the injunctions, canons, and constitutions. Convocation is to 
settle them. 

I pass to the next great landmark, the year 1603, when James 
the First called his first Parliament together, and with it, according 
to the usual custom,‘his first Convocation. A royal license under the 
Act of Submission was sent authorising a code of canons and con¬ 
stitutions to be drawn up. Accordingly, the canons known as of 
that year, or sometimes of 1604,. 141 in number, were passed, consti¬ 
tuting the principal body of law that for the ensuing centuries has 
governed the doctrines and administration of the Church. The exact 
legal effect of these canons has been the subject of endless discussion, 
a circumstance which illustrates in a remarkable way the uncertainty 
of English law, which could permit the extent of the validity of such 
important regulations to be a matter of doubt. The canon law is 
in use in the Ecclesiastical Courts. Under the Act of Submission the • 
canons of an earlier date are continued if mot opposed to the pre¬ 
rogative or the laws of the realm—no doubt a large exception. Some 
of the canons of 1604 are. declaratory of ancienj usage, have always 
been law, and bind the laity. At least two of the canons are men¬ 
tioned in the rubric as matter to be obeyed, and as the rubric became 
" in 1661 part of an Act of Parliam^t, these particular canons became 
law in 1661, if they were not so earlier. With regard, however, 
to the canons that involved j^ew matter in 1604, and were never 
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subsequently incorporated into statute, Lord Hardwicke decided in 
a well-known case that they do not of their own inherent strength 
,bmd the laity.' 

The next event of importance occurred after the Restoration, 
when Convocation once more intervened with effect. After the general 
upheaval that had, taken place, and the lacuna in the Church’s history, 
and the havoc wrought on it by Jbhe Rebellion, a reaction against 
Puritanism set in with vigoun and uniformity rather than elasticity 
became the rule accordingly. In IGGL Convocation was called upon 
once more to consider the compilation of a Bodk of Common Prayer. 
Again was a royal license given to deal with the question, un¬ 
fettered this time by any proviso that the changes recommended 
should not be contrary to the established rules of the Church ; in fact, 
the liturgy was to be revised and made permanent, a by no means 
difficult 'task in the exuberantly loyal feeling of the country. The 
book— i.e., the Prayer-book in its present form—was ultimately 
agreed upon by Convocation, prelates and clergy signing it; but 
there'is a curious story told of an error almost being made. 

Through haste and inadvertence [wrote White Kennett, Bishop of Peter¬ 
borough] there were some escapes and omissions in the book sent from the Con¬ 
vocations to the Lords. Archbishop Tenison told me by his bedside on Monday, 
the 32th of February, 1710, that the Convocation book, intended to be the copy 
confirmed by the Act of Uniformity, had a rash blunder in the rubric after 
baptism, which should have been: It is certain, by God's Word, that children 
which are baptized, dying before they commit actual sin, are undoubtedly 
saved, but the words which are baptized were left out, till Sir Cyril Wj'^cho, 
coming to see Lord Chancellor Hyde, found the book, brought home by his 
lordship and lying in his parlour window, even after it had passed the two 
houses, and happening to cast his eye upon that idaee, told the Lord Chancellor 
of that gross omission, who supplied it with his own hand. 

9 

To such small accidents arc matters of great moment trace¬ 
able, If this story be true, and the omission had not been noticed, 
a good deal of controversy would have taken a different course.® 
However that may be, the book revised by Convocation was passed 
by Parliament, and the Act for the purpose has since been known as 
the Act of ITniformity, 

* Tdls is a very debatable matter; it has been nsifal, when the effect of canons 
has been altered by Parliament, for Convocation to amend the canons themselves 
either for conformity or otherwise, as was done after the passing of the Clerical 
Subscription Act in 1865, and <the Act extending the hours of marriage in 1886. 

• It was believed for some considerable time that the original Jiook which had been 

itttached to the Act of Uniformity on this occasion ha^ been lost from the archives of 
the House of Lords It was, indeed, missing for some time; but in consequence of a 
more careful search having been instituted in 1870 by Dr. A. P. Stanley, the Dean of 
Westminster, the original book has been discovered detached from the Act of Unifor¬ 
mity in the library of the House of Lords, and a facsimile of the book with the MS. 
revision was made under the authority of tlie Lords of the Treasury for the use of the 
Royal Commissioners on Ritual in 1871.—Sir Travers Twiss in the Encyclopedia 
Bntannica, sub nom. ‘ Convocation.’ f 
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On the Revolution of 1688 being effected, the Government attempted 
to carry several very comprehensive changes, but found that they 
couTd never be passed through the Lower House, which was attached . 
to the Jacobite regime*though, the Uppen House was, on the whole, 
Whiggish, and inclined to favour William the Third. A full account 
of this instructive episode, as of many other matters to which I have 
referred, can be found in the late Mr, Thomas Lathbury’s History 
of Convocatiort, a book of great value, blit not very easy to obtain. 

Among the changes suggested, it was proposed that chanting should 
be discontinued, that* the Absolution might be read by deacons, 
that sponsors were to be disused, that the Gloria should not follow 
every psalm, and that the curses in tffe Athanasian Creed should be 
declared to be confined to those persons only who deny the sub§tance 
of Christianity. 

Soon after thia began the period of internal strife in CoriVocation 
which had the effect of bringing its sittings to an abrupt conclusion. 
There are few controversies more pitiful to peruse than this strange 
affair. The amount of learning displayed and calumny expended 
by the disputants during the reigns of William and Anne is something 
incredible : the turbulent spirit of the time was more active in the 
clergy than in Parliament; Atterbury was the principal offender, 
and his brilliant debating ability and overbearing predominance in 
Convocation, of which he in time became Prolocutor, had virtually the 
effect of suppressing the body for nearly a century and a half. 

At this date it is hardly worth recalling the particulars of the battle 
of pamphlets, which was waged with so much bitterness; such ques¬ 
tions as whether the Archbishop had power to prorogue Convocation 
by his schedule, and whether Convocation could sit when Parliament 
was in recess, were good enough battle-grounds for partisaj^s whose 
real differences were the reflection of the political disputes of the day. 
Matters culminated in a sermon preached on the 31st of March, 1717, 
by Hoadly, Bishop of Bangor, who, the year before, had published 
a pamphlet attacking the non-jurors and defending the Revolution. 
This sermon would probably have been condemned by the Lower 
House, and it was with a view of bringing the controversy^ to a close 
that Convocation was prorogued, and from that time till the niiddle 
of the nineteenth century no rpyal license was granted to it, and no 
symodical business was transacted. The body assembled formally 
from time to time, and was always legally in existence, until some 
fifty years ago, since which time the meetings have been regularly, 
resumed, and in a very Short time after its revival it was called 
upon to consider a large and fundamental alteration of the Prayer- 
book as constructed by the Act of Uniformity. But before coming 
‘t© that point I will briefly refer to the Clerical Subscription Bill 
of 1865, which was brought in in consequence of the recommenda¬ 
tions of a Royal Commission ovei^which the Archbishop of Canterbury 
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presided. Lord Granville, who introduced the Bill, said the Govern¬ 
ment had not thought it necessary to consult Convocation, but adduced 
.as an argument in favour of the Bill that the Convocation of I’ork 
had petitioned the Queen that the Royal' Commissioners’ report 
might be given effect to. At that time the Church of Ireland was still 
an established body, and the Archbishop of Dublin moved to postpone 
the measure till the Irish Convocation had been consulted. This 
attempt was not successful anfi the Bill passed. Lord Lyttelton saying 
that he took for granted that Convocation’s assent was necessary to a 
change of canons, because 

though no doubt Parliament, acoor.ding to the old saying, could do everything 
except ‘ turn a man into a woman,’ it did not do everything, and one of tho 
things, which it was not likely to do was to alter the canons of tho Church 
without the sanction of Convocation. 

r- 

Convocation thereupon altered the canons in conformity with the Act. 

In February, 1872, in consequence of a report of the Royal Com¬ 
mission which had been appointed in 1869 to inquire into the different 
interpretations put upon the rubrics, a Ijetter of Business was scut 
to the Convocation of Canterbury, authorising it to consider the 
matters contained in the fourth and final report of the Commissioners. 
This Letter of Business is objected to by Mr. Wayland Joyce, the 
author of a useful handbook on the subject, on what certainly seem 
good grounds. The Letter recited that a royal ‘ license ’ had already 
been issued to the Convocation ; now if a license had issued first, and 
the Letters of Business afterwards, tliis would have inverted the proper 
order of things, for the Letter of Business should come first, couched 
in general terms, and the royal license later on; when the business in 
hand had been' considered and the amending canons agreed upon. 
The proper order should have been (1) Letter of Business; (2) Royal 
License under tfie Act of Henry VIIT.; (3) Act of Parliament. 

Probably what was referred to as a royal ‘ license ’ was only the 
ordinary writ at the beginning of the existing Convocation, which 
would have been dated three years earlier, for the Parliament sitting 
in 1872 was elected at the end of 1868. Mr. Joyce further points out 
that the Letter of Business was addressed to the Primate instead of to 
Convckiation, a circumstance which will He no doubt considered at 
the present time. 

On that occasion the discussion in Convocation led to legislation, 
for in consequence of its action the Act of Uniformity which it had 
* helped to pass in 1661 was at length amended, the particular modifica¬ 
tion being the adoj)iion of a shortened form of Morning and Evening 
Prayer for daily use, such a form as that now used in our public 
school chapels and elsewhere. ^Naturally the intervention of Cosr- 
vocation did not please all the members of that very progressive 
House of Commons. The preambl^ of the Bill contained this recital; 
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And whereas her Majesty was pleased to authorise the Convocations of 
Canterbury and York to consider the said report of tho said Commissioners, and 
to report to her Majesty thereon, and tho said Convocations have accordingly 
made their first report to her Majesty. 

• • 

When the Bill stood for third reading, Mr. E. P. Bouverie objected 
to such a recital, which, he said, had not appeared for 210 years, 
and he insisted that a minority of the Church wanted to establish 
the principle that nothing was to be |done affecting the property, 
the dignity, or the interests of l^e Church without the previous assent 
of Convocation. This .minority, he said, was ‘ very able, very active, 
very noisy, and very turbulent.’ It is rather remarkable that the only 
person he mentioned as being or having been a member of this tur¬ 
bulent school was Mr. Keble ! He added that the less they had 
to say to Convocation, and the less they recognised it, the better, and 
that the alteration of the practice of 200 years was the device, not of 
Archbishop Tait, but of Mr. Gladstone. The Prime Minister expressed 
his surprise at its being thought that his office was such a sinecure 
that he could find leisure to concoct a scheme directed againsfrthe 
freedom of Parliament.’ 

A Church debate would, in those days, have been incomplete without 
a speech from Mr. Newdegate, who ‘ could see nothing objectionable 
in recording the assent of a body whose dissent they could ignore.’ 
It is satisfactory to record that the words were ordered to be retained 
in the preamble by 160 votes to 89. 

The Letter of Business of 1872 was renewed in the same form after 
the dissolution of 1874 and the election of a House of Commons more 
favourable to the Church. The legislation of 1872 was a useful but 
small affair ; very long dehberations, however, took place over the 
wider question of a general revision of the rubrics, deliberations 
lasting till 1879, of which an accotmt wiU be found in the Evidence 
of the present Archbishop of Canterbury before the recent Royal 
Commission. On the 31st July, 1879, the formal reply of the Con¬ 
vocation of Canterbury to the Letter of Business was drawn up and 
signed, appended to which was a schedule with the changes recom¬ 
mended. The two Convocations did not arrive at identical conclu¬ 
sions, for (among other differences) the northern body wished to retain 
the Ornaments Rubric unaltered ; the southern to enact that priests 
and deacons must wear a stole or scarf and academic hood, and no 
other ornaments opposed to the Bishop’s monition, with the right to 
substitute gown foj surplice in the pulpit. North and South agreed 
in not asking Parliament lot an Act in the sense of their recommenda¬ 
tions imtil a Bill should have become law enabling the rubric in 
future to be altered by Order in Council upon the request of both 
Cguvocations. A full account of these debates and the phraseology 
of the reply to the Letter of Business will be found in the Chronicle of 
Convocation for July, 1879, T^e outlook in Parhament was not 
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hopeful, the sixth session of the Disraeli Parliament was running out, 
and next year Mr. Gladstone was in office with a majority rivalling 
that of 1868. One of his first Acts—the Burials Act, 1880—modified 
the Act of Uniformity to the extent of allowing a little latitude in 
the prayers used at a graveside. 

The proceedings of 1874-9 are perhaps the nearest precedent avail¬ 
able for the Letters of ’'Business of to-day. Turning to the procedure 
to be adopted, it may be safply said that the joint Committee which 
will be appointed will produce a vahiftble preliminary report for the 
benefit of the two ecclesiastical Houses. The appointment of a joint 
Committee is the usual and common practice on important matters 
coming up in Convocation; it is appointed by the Archbishop, and, in 
the Province of Canterbury, the Lower House has twice as many 
representatives on it as the Upper. 

The pressing question will be now to decide the mode of procedure, 
in order that the sense of the Northern and Southern Provinces may be 
satisfactorily taken. The inquiry must be a long one, and some way 
will have to be found of arriving at a decision which will give a good 
lead for subsequent action. The present Parliament may give way 
to another more disposed to strengthen the Church, and a report, now 
shelved, may be utilised in the future. 

The Prime Minister has, as has been said, reserved to himself 
absolute freedom of action. Here, again, it is instructive to quote 
from Mr. Gladstone in the debate, already referred to, of the 3rd of 
June, 1872 : 

All ho knew of the Bill had been communicated to him by the Archbishop 
of Canterbury, and the Government were not responsible for its origin; but 
having regard to the mode in which it reached that House, they had thought it 
right to take charge of the Bill. He must say, further, that he knew of no claim 
on the part of the clergy to be consulted in these matters. For instance, the 
Government bad legislated pretty stringently upon Church property without 
waiting for the assent of the clergy. It was a mistake, moreover, to suppose 
that in framing that Bill an intermediate period between this time and the time 
of the Act of Uniformity had been overlooked. Since that Act there had been 
no Bill affecting the services of the Church, or strictly affecting the relations of 
the clergy to those services, until the Act relating to the Subscriptions of the 
Clergy. Successive Governments had encouraged the clergy to give their 
opinion upon this sort of legislation, but the rgferenco to Convocation in the 
preamble did not bar the power of Parliament to proceed without its assent 
any more than a reference to a Itoyal Cbrnmission prevented legislation without 
the approval of the Commissioners. His right lion, friend (Mr. Bouveric) felt 
probably as he (Mr. Gladstone) did, that the less they had of this ecclesiastical 
legislation the better; but when it could be shown that it had been that all 
parties interested desired the steps proposed, it would have been churlish to have 
refused to assist in p-assing the measure into law. 

Mr. Gladstone must have been mis-reported in Hansard, since, 
apart from the curious idiom in Ihe last sentence, he says in one place 
that Governments encouraged the dergy to give their opinion upon this 
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sort of legislation, and in another that the less they had of this eccle¬ 
siastical legislation the better. Now Mr, Gladstone’s position was 
unique, for he was the High Church head of a disestablishment party, 
and on this occasion rendered a very substantial service to the Church. 
Still, what he exactly meant in decrying ecclesiastical legislation of 
the kind is not clear : the change sought, a very simple and obviously 
good one, could have been effected in ijo other way. Had he suggested 
delegating general powers for the purpose^to Convocation, Mr. Bouverie 
would certainly not have agreed with him. An Act had been passed 
in the previous year (1871) for introducing a new Table of Lessons. 
The assent of Convocation was not recited in the preamble, but could 
that circumstance have made any difference to the nature or quality 
of the legislation ? And when, two years later, the Public Worship 
Regulation Bill was being debated in the Commons, he said ; • 

tVe have a J^ill not, I think, asked for by the bishops of Ch«rch. It 
appears to rrie that the right hon. gentleman [Mr. Riisse]] Gurney] is under a 
manifest misapprehension on that point. It is true that the bishops generally 
voted for the second reading, but the Bill has undergone radical changes since 
the second reading. As it comes to us it has been manufactured, ntfti by the two 
Primates, but by members of Parliament independent of them. Still it was in 
the first instance proposed, and has since been supported, by the two Primates. 

I have asked whether we ought not, when a Bill of this kind has proceeded from 
such a <iuarter, to show a readiness to sacrifice a good deal in order to give our 
assent to it. I am one of those who believe that it is not possible to deal with 
ecclesiastical legislation under the conditions of the existence of modern Parlia¬ 
ments except by the assistance of authority brought to bear on the proposals 
that are made. I have always looked to the concurrence of the Government 
and the heads of the (’hurch as the essential condition of a satisfactory solution 
of ecclesiastical problems. 

While the Bill had'been passing through the Lords, the Committee 
of Convocation had reported with regret that they could not recommend 
the legislation proposed, so that Mr. Gladstone’s language probably 
meant that one ground of his opposition was that Convocation had not 
expressed itself in its favour, though this is hardly consistent with 
what he said in 1872 to the effect that 

he knew of no claim on ihe part of the clergy to bo consulted in these 
matters. 

The tide in favour of the Bill, however, rose steadily in the House 
of Commons, and the second reading was carried without a division. 

I have spoken of the indifference shown to Convocation, but in 
addition to this it has to encounter a constant and unreasoning 
dislike, and advanced Liberal politicians are fond of taking alU 
opportunities to belittle and decry it. To Mr? Gladstone’s mind, 
with his enthusiastic High Church idealise and his ftghteen-year repre¬ 
sentation of the l^niv^crsity of Oxford, Convocation would present 
itself as a stately body well qualified, to deal with the matters coming 
properly witliin its sphere, and one to which, on Church matters, an 
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active politician would do well to look for guidance. His successors 
will hardly be so reverent; still even this Parliament cannot refuse—so 
long as the Establishment remains—to consider a scheme of reform, 
if the Churf;h can show a virtual unity in its favour. Lord Cross 
once said at a meeting of the Representative Church Council that as 
Secretary of State he had been in the habit of taking charge of Church 
Bills, only when'the (’hureh was agreed within itself in support of 
them. On the present occajjion the (chances of such a unanimity 
being found are by no means hopeless. The very representative 
Royal Commissioners with the assistance of the Archbishop of fJanter- 
biiry were able to agree, and this happy result may be repeated after 
the discussions in Cdnvocation. 

In one respect Convocation is at a disadvantage. It is not pos¬ 
sible • in a lew words adequately to consider one salient feature 
of it—namely, the di.sproportion between ex-ofjficio and elective 
members in the composition of the Lower House'. In an ordinary 
diocese, dean and archdeacons sit as of right; in addition the cathedral 
chapter has one representative, and the bulk of the clergy only two. 
To take an extreme case, that of London, the bisho]> sits in one Hou.so, 
while in the other are the deans of St. Paul’s and of Westminster, 
the archdeacons of London, Middlesex, and Westminster, one repre¬ 
sentative (Canon Newbolt) for the St. Paul’s (haptcr, another (fhnon 
Henson) for the Westminster (diapter, two proctors only (Prebendarie.s 
Ingram and VilHers) represent the entire clergy in thediooe.se, and the 
unbeneficed clergy have no voice in iheir election. Such a disparity 
in repre.sentation—and it has existed so from time immemorial—caniud 
be without its effect on the zeal of the body constituent. When tliis is 
remedied (and Bills haw in former years bean brought in for the 
purpo'-''). a good deal of the ground from under the fcet'of Convoca¬ 
tion’s critics will have been cut away. 

Hugh R. E. Cihldicrs, 

Actuary of Utc Convocation of Canterbury. 
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What ails thr* GoVierniDcnt that thov should have issued Letters of 
Business to Couvoeatiou ? Many of their supporters are Ncincon- 
formists. who do not even know what Convocation is. Many more 
call th<‘mselves Agnostics, and regard it as a quaint survival of obsolete- 
media-vaiism. To the laity of the Chinch of England, most of whom 
are liberals, the very existence of (Convocation is a standing insult. 
In the (General Asscunbly of the CChureh of Scotland ministers and 
lay elders sit .side by side. For the Convocations of Canterbury and 
York no layman has even a vote. Nor does that practical paradox 
exhaust the absurdity of the situation. For a clerk in holv ortlers 
cannot exercise this ('xcdusively clerical franchise unless he possesses 
a benefice, commonly called a living. Thousands of curates are thus 
shut out, as well as many learned professors, tutors in the univer¬ 
sities, and masters in the public schools. Each Convocation has two 
Houses. The Uf)per House consists of the diocesan bishops; the 
Lower House contains deans, representatives of cathedral chapters, 
and proctors for the beneficed clergv. Tn the ])rovince of Canter¬ 
bury there are onlv two proctors for each diocese ; in the ^irovine.e 
of York there are two for an archdeaconry. In the p/’ovince of York 
the two Houses sit together; in the province of (Canterbury, when* 
there are three times as many bishop.?, they sit separately. In no 
case, and for no purpose, can the two (.Convocations unite. The 
‘ Houses of Laymen,’ so called, have no legal status, but rather 
are repugnant to the law of the land. They are vejy modern 
inventions, mere shams j^nd make-believes. Convocation itsalf is 
historically interesting, and has a respectable antiquity. Accord¬ 
ing to Bishop Stubbs, ‘ the Convocations of the two jirovinces, 
as the recognised constitutional as.semblies t)f the English clergy, 
have undergone, ftxcept in the removal of the monastic members^ 
at the dissolution of the monasteries, n(» change c^f organisation from 
the reign of Edward the First down to the {)resenb dav.’ They were 
once an estate of the realm, claiming and enjoying the right to tax 
'thoniselves. This power, Hallam tells us, they surrendered in the 
reign of Charles the Second, and obtained in return the privilege of 
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voting at Parliamentary elections, though not of sitting in the House 
of Commons. The first estate of the realm is now the Lords Spiritual, 
being those bishops who have seats in the House of Peers. Conv^)ca- 
''tion cannot meet without the leave of the Crown, and that leave 
was withheld from 1717 till 1854. It was not, however, till 1861 that 
the annual sittings of Convocation became regular, and, so far as I 
am aware, they have not since done anything by their own authority, 
except to repeal the canon which 'prevented parents from acting as 
sponsors at the baptism of their own children. This was no doubt 
within their jurisdiction. For the canons arc only binding upon the 
clergy, and can therefore be modified by Convocation with the assent 
of the Crown. 

It is understood that the Prime Minister has issued these Letters 
of Business for the purpose of allowing the Convocations to discuss 
Lord St. Aldwyn’s, or Sir Lewis Dibdin’s, Report on Disorders in the 
Church. He did so at the request of the archbishops, and the Arch¬ 
bishop of Canterbury has announced that the Convocation of his 
province will meet on the 20th of November. What then ? The 
Royal Commission recommended that certain changes should be 
made in the ecclesiastical law. But there is no constitutional differ¬ 
ence in this country between ecclesiastical law and any other. Law 
is law, and can only be made by Parliament, as it can only be declared 
by judges. Sir Robert Finlay takes it upon himself to say that the 
decision of the Court of Appeal in the West Riding case is wrong. 
Many quite obscure clergymen say the same thing about the judgment 
of the Privy Council in Clifton v. Ridsdale. But it makes no differ¬ 
ence. The legal position is what they say it is not. Sir Henry 
Campbell-Bannerman very wisely told the archbishops that the 
Government could not be bound by what Convocation said or did. 
Then wh^y call it together ? A man must have taken leave of his 
senses before he could think that the present House of Commons 
would care two straws for Convocation. And the House of Commons 
is the one body which can represent the established, Erastian Church 
of England as a whole. In the debate on the second reading of the 
Education Bill Mr. Healy, who is a Catholic, amused the House by 
describing the original Act of Uniformity, with the Book of Common 
Praj^er in the schedule, and the amendments introduced in Committee 
underlined. ‘ That, Mr. Speaker,’ said he, ‘ is religion in the making.’ 
Caustic as this sarcasm may be, it is only the literal fact. The 
Church of England is a Parliamentary Church, and no amount of 
episcopal contradiction from the red benches of thv; Lords can make 
it otherwise. If, fo” instance, the Ornaments Rubric is to be altered, 
and if sacramental vestments are to be legalised. Parliament must 
legalise them. Convocation can no more do it than it can repeal 
the Act of Uniformity, which the Royal Commission considers too 
rigid for modern times. And observe, if one rubric is modified, every 
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rubric may be expunged, every creed may be removed, the Ten 
Commandments themselves may be struck out of the public service. 
Are* the Cabinet really prepared, at the bidding of Convocation, to, 
go into Committee of 'the whole House on the Prayer-book and all 
that it contains ? The question answers itself. But then we come 
back to the other question, which seems to me unanswerable. Why 
have his Majesty’s Ministers consulted Convocation at all ? Of 
course, I know that that process is ad\lscd in the Report of the Com¬ 
missioners. But, in the first place, no such document is binding on 
any Administration; ahd, in the second place, a good deal has happened 
since the Ritual Commission was appointed. When Mr. Balfour 
appointed it, he had a large majority in the House of Commons. In 
this House of Commons he is always sure of a patient hearing, but he 
is sure of nothing else. Not one member of Parliament in ten, scarcely 
one in twenty, cares what the opinions of the Commissioners are or 
were. The evidence is quite another thing. As I tried to show in 
a previous article, the witnesses, especially those of them who were • 
High Cburchmen, proved clearly enough that the Protestant Church 
of England comprises thousands of clergymen who are not Pro¬ 
testants at all, who hate the Reformation, who deny that the King 
is over all persons and over all causes, as well ecclesiastical as temporal, 
within these his dominions supreme. It would be difficult to ex¬ 
aggerate the importance of that fact. But the issues which it raises 
are such as it would be positively cliildish to lay before a body 
like tJouvocatiou. Lord Halifax quoted at the Church Congress last 
month from the anonymous pamphlet of a High Churchman that the 
Reformation was a thing to be repented of in ashes and tears. This 
fanatic might be treated with the contempt it deserves. What de¬ 
mands the attention of the Cabinet and of Parliament is the testi¬ 
mony, imshaken in cross-examination, that the open Bible* and the 
right of 2 )rivatc judgment, the independence of the laity, and the 
subordination of the Church to the State are unblushingly denied 
by bishops as well as clergymen, salaried officers of a State Church. 

Is Convocation to be asked whether England shall remain a Protestant 
country '( If it replied in the negative, would it affect the opinion 

of anv man, woman, or child ‘i 

. * . . . ♦ 

The bishops have been, in vulgar language, giving themselves 

away. Whatever else may be Said of the Education Bill, it is at , 

least a Protestant measure. The rehgious, teaching for which it 

provides in clemeiitary schools is the simple Christianity of the New 

Testament which all Protestant Churches, including the Church of 

England, regard as alike necessary and sufficient for children of 

tender yearn. The vast majority of lay Churchmen agree on this 

vital j)oint with the vast majority of Nonconformists. Yet the bishops, 

with a few distinguished exceptions, have denounced this truly 

religious system as ‘ worse t^an heathendom.’ The Bishop of 
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Birmingham would rather have the children of ‘ Agnostics ’ taught 
‘ Agnosticism ’ at the public expense than let the religion of Christ 
be included in the curriculum of elementary schools. ‘ Down with the 
Bible, up with the priest,’ is the war-cry of the new sacerdotalism. 

The President of tJie C'hurch Congress this year was, as it hap¬ 
pened, the Bishop of Carlisle, a sound Protestant, who delivered an 
^excellent address. Though not a Liberal in the party sense, the 
Bishop of (^arlisle, like the Bfshop of Eipon and the Bishop of Sodor 
and Man, perceives that blind opposition to the faith of their fellow- 
countrymen is a suicidal policy for the Episcopal Bench. The Bishop 
of Hereford is a Liberal in every sense, and therefore I do not quote 
him. For ten years the late Covernment stuffed and packed the 
high places of the Church with their political partisans. But when 
jirelates identify themselves with a party, their prelacy is near its end. 
And these prelates put their money on the wrong horse. They thought 
the Tories were in for ever, so that they themselves might eat, drink, 
and be merry at the expense of their Nonconformist brethren. They 
were not prepared for the rising of the jieople, and they neglected 
the warning of their own Nestor, who told them that they were on a 
slippery slope. Power has passed from them, and the laity jiropose, 
with or without their permission, to manage the affairs of the (.diiirch. 
While the (Convocations talk, the Covernment will have to make up 
their minds. They may of course determine to do nothing at all, 
and let the evidence published by the (.lommi.ssion sink into the popular 
mind. The Church Congress indulged in amiable fulilit'ps, and asked 
without answering why the masses did not go to church. The Bishoj) 
of ()xford, studiously jniffed by Ihe Times, has since been endeavour¬ 
ing in a series of charge.s, or a charge of many series, to explain what 
the Commission has done. It seems that his lordship attended 
every meeting of the Commissioners, and therefore, according to the 
Times, he must know. He has not, however, the gift of lucid 
exposition, and his meaning is not clear. He is a brilliant scholar, 
and was a popular don. But unfortunately, perhaps from want 
of parochial experience, perhaps from a deficiency of backbone, hi' 
cannot manage his own diocese. The beautiful church of Dorchester, 
witijjui ten miles of Oxford, has been e.rnptjed by Ritualism, and the 
state of Hcadington, which is still nc 9 ,rer to that seat of learning, has 
long been scandalous. larphs iiWtov, avros eXKsai /Bpi'mv, the Bishop 
of Oxford is about the worst man the Times could have chosen for 
jts adulatory homage. The Dean of (ilanterbury is'.rcaliy better, with 
Ills amiable belief jn taking what you like from the practices of the 
sixth century, omitting what seems unsuitable and adding what 
appears to be required. If it were not for the rutViess criticism 
to which the sixth century wag submitted in the etWence of the 
Dean of Christ Church, affectionate partiality might deifcribe it as a 
sure, or at least plausible, refuge. Ifow these d^ans love one another. 
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An instructive episode of the present Session seems to have escaped 
public notice. The first place in the ballot for Bills was won by 
M* Garble, Member for the St. Albans Division of HertfordsliirCj 
which includes Hatfield House. Mr. Garble utilised his opportunity 
for the second reading of a C^hureh Discipline Bill, which he put down 
on a Friday in May. Mr. Masterman gave notice of an amendment 
declaring that the only remedy foi* disorders in the Ghurch was dis- 
estabbshment, and thereupon Mr. GfAlile withdrew his Bill. LateF 
in the year, Mr. Austin Tayler, who represents the Protestantism of 
Liverpool, rcintroduded his old Bill to abolish the episcopal veto on 
ecclesiastical prosecutions, and to substitute deprivation for imprison¬ 
ment. This is tlie easiest and simple^ method of dealing with Bitual- 
ism by legislation. There is a great deal to be said for it, and it stops 
far short of the policy which the Ghurch Association woulcf adoj)!. 
But either Mr. Masterman, himself a Glmrchman, or someiwdy else, 
would meet it wi1h a s'milar aniendment, the amendment would be 
carried by a large majority, and the Bill would be destroyed. The, 
Government could, I suppose, carry the Bill. They, could* carry 
anything. But to deprive, three thousand incumbents of their tithes 
and glebes would be a less easy and a far less agreeable process than 
the disestablishment and disendownient of the thurch. To that 
complexion we must come. The bishops have challenged the Stale, 
and the alternative is episcopal or Parliamentary rule. There is no 
possible escape from this dilemma. The Bishop of Oxford thinks that 
his clergy ought to be guided by a Gommission on whicdi he sat. That 
both he and they ought to obey the law does not strike him as a 
relevant proposition. The old-fashioned bishop may not have mag¬ 
nified his office as his modern successors do. But fie was at least 
loyal to the Grown and State from whom his powers were derived. 
'Phe bishop of the, twentieth century wants to have it Hoth ways. 
He wishes to retain his revenues,.and his seat in the House of Lords, 
while at the same lime he, usurjis a s]>iritual independence quite 
incompatible with his Plrastian dignity, as it is wholly foreign to the 
discipline of Rome. When Bisho]) Greighton wars a country clergyman, 
he never read tlui Athanasian tfieed. After he had been raised or 
lowered to the Bench a rector asked him if he was boufid to read it. 

‘ The law is binding botl) uj)on you and upon me ’ was the curt reply. 
It may not have been consistent, but it W'as at least intelligible. Who 
can make head or tail of the Bishop of (Oxford's views about vest¬ 
ments ? • 

One thing, a very sinqile tiling, Gonvocation may as vrell under¬ 
stand before it meets. 'I'lie people of this CKunitry, including the 
laity of the Ghurch, expect that the clergy of the Establishment shall 
obey the law of the land, as interpreted in the King’s Gourts by his 
Majesty’s judges. The Ritualists cannot shelter themselves behind 
the passive resisters. Passive j-esisters are not established or endowed. 
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On one great and famous occasion, the bishops of the Church of 
England earned the enthusiastic support; of a Protestant nation/by 
their noble stand for law and liberty against the lawless despotism 
of a Catholic Sovereign. The acquittal of the' seven bishops was the 
signal for the Revolution of 1688, though five of them afterwards 
illogically refused,the oath of allegiance to William the Third. The 
law triumphed in their exculpation. It triumphed again when 
oancroft was removed from Llmbeth because he would not acknow¬ 
ledge the authority of Parliament. Mis successor, Tillotson, repre¬ 
sented the victory of Erastianism, between which and the voluntary 
system there is no half-way house. The Scots are a peculiar people, 
with their own laws and institilfcions, and High Churchmen deny that 
their Established Kirk is a Church at all. English ingenuity has not 
yet discovered, and is not likely to discover, any escape from the 
alternative of endowed Erastianism and disendowed independence. 
Mr. Gladstone, who hated Erastianism, saw that fact quite clearly, 
and was in principle opposed to establishment altogether. Ordinary 
Englichraen.care very little about logic, and in 1902 the question of 
disestablishment was so completely dormant that it seemed to be 
dead. Mr. fialfour, a Presbyterian on one side of the border, and an 
Anglican on the other, listened to the voice of C^onvocation, and put 
the Church on the rates. That error, serious as it was, might have 
been sufficiently cured by the Education Bill of 1906, which makes 
the receipt of rates dependent upon popular control. The evidence 
taken by the Ritual Commission cannot be so easily disj)osed of. It 
has brought matters to a crisis, w^hich can be neither ignored nor post¬ 
poned. The Report of the Commissioners is waste paper, except in 
so far as it proposes the abrogation of the episcopal veto. The facts 
revealed by the witnesses, on the other hand, are not to be ex¬ 
plained Sway. Roman Catholics regard them with unconcealed 
amusement and delight. Amusement and contempt are the mildest 
feelings which they excite in the minds of Protestants. The pro¬ 
tagonists of the Establishment now are those cynics who feel, with 
Charles Buller, that it is the only thing which stands between them 
and true religion. A lew old-fashioned High Churchmen, who have 
never^indulged in any ritual extravagance, may cling to the idea 
that ecclesiastical law can be enforced by ecclesiastical tribunals. A 
few old-fashioned Low Churchmen may think that, more fortunate 
than Lord Penzance, they can put Ritualism down. There are Broad 
Churchmen, not a few, whose natural Conservatism shrinlcs from 
batting the painter, and who dread the ascendency of sacerdotalism 
unrestrained by the .courts. But the general public, Conformist or 
Nonconformist, will not tolerate the crafty Romanisers whom the 
Bishop of Southwark calls faithful and loyal men. If the use of 
incense, altar-lights, and sacramental vestments were generally 
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dropped in parish churches, the agitation might subside. But every- 
bqdy knows that that will not happen, and the Bishop of Oxford’s 
so\ sawder is no substitute whatever. The evil is too deeply seated 
for anything but a radjcal cure. Once the Church were severed from* 
the State, public responsibility would be S,t an end. Dissenters would 
have no further voice in the matter, and the Church itself could deal 
with its own Ritualists as it chose. There is not much Ritualism in 
Ireland. So long as the Church’ is established. Dissenters have ak. 
much right to control its policy as Churchmen thenaselves, and Dis¬ 
senters are Protestants to a mhn. The bishops, or most of them, are 
u]) in a balloon. They judge of the laity by the sort of people they 
see at Church Congresses and Diocesj^n Conferences. Perhaps they 
may find that thS House of Lords, Conservative as it is, contains a 
few men of the world. The Bishop of Manchester, who has »ot yet 
been admitted to that A.8sembly, and cannot, therefore, move the 
‘ amendments ’ to the Education Bill of which he has been pleased to 
give notice, made a desperate effort to carry Manchester for the 
Tories at the General Election. He did so on the express ground that 
the Liberals would interfere with sectarian education at the public 
expense, and the result we see. He now consoles himself >with demon¬ 
strations which demonstrate nothing, and processions which proceed 
nowhither. There is no demonstration like the evidence of the Blue- 
book in four volumes, and the procession of the bishops has dis¬ 
establishment for its goal. ‘ I am supposed to be a sort of a Church- 
juan myself,’ said Mr. Gladstone once, ‘ but they never ask me to join 
a Church Defence Institution.’ Mr. Gladstone was a Churchman of 
the religious sort. When the bishops talk about dogma, they mean 
money. There is nothing to prevent them from teaching their own 
dogmas at their own expense. But there are very strong reasons 
why they, drawng their incomes from funds vested by Parliament in 
the Ecclesiastical Commissioners, should not allow the churches of the 
Kstablishraent to be used for ‘ the Mass in English.’ If people want a 
Catholic ritual, they should join the Church of Rome, and see how 
far they are permitted to do what they like there. Some of the 
bishops would like to drive every Protestant out of the Church. The 
law prevents them from doing that; and if the law did ijot, the laity 
would. The Church of .England is meant for Protestants, and for 
Protestants only, as Archbishop Laud knew very well, and the present 
.\rchbishop of Canterbury, the disciple of Tait, knows still better. 
The Bishop of Southwark, the Bishop of Oxford, and the Bishop of 
Birmingham w(fuld burn Protestants at the stake, if they had th,e 
power, and were not kind-hearted men. They have a perfect right to 
their opinions, and they may consider the Reforlnation, if they please, 
a calamitous disaster. But, inasmuch as the English people take a 
precisely opposite view, the plea, for continued maintenance of the 
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Establishment becomes untenable in reason or logic. Until the 
evidence heard in private by the Royal Commission had been print^, 
and laid before the public, it was possible, though it was getting n^re 
and more difficult, to treat the performances of^the Ritualist clergy as 
vagaries of eccentric iddividuals. It is quite impossible now. Thou¬ 
sands of clergymen are proved to be habitually violating the law, and 
the bishops are c(mtent with futile remonstrance. These clergymen 
jcilaim that they are a law to ^th'errtselves. Episcopal monitions are 
uncanonical. The Judicial Committee of the Privy Council is a 
usurpation. The Court of Arches has* no moral authority, because 
it is bound by the decisions of the Judicial Committee. The laity 
have no right to interfere with ecclesiastical matters at all. What the 
clergy assumed in the reign of TIenry the Eighth they assume in the 
reign of Edward the Seventh, But now as then, the secular power 
will insist upon being supreme. Then it was the Crown. Now it is 
Parliament, The principle is the same. The word ‘uninister ’ means 
servant, not master, and the masters are not the clergy, but the 
‘people of England. 

The gist of the Education Bill is that national fiurds are not to be 
abused for sectarian purposes. But the property managed by the 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners is just as national as the rates. So are 
the tithes, which arc a charge upon land, and the glebes, which arc 
commuted tithes. When the Ecclesiastical (Commissioners pay the 
Bishop of Bouthwark his salary, they pay it to a man who abhors 
Protestantism, the religion of the country, and glories in the name of 
Catholic. If there is a Catholic Church since the Reformation, it is 
the Church of Rome, and even the most (Conservative Erastian, or 
the most Erastian Conservative, does not desire to see a branch 
of the Roman Church established in England. If (he Bishoj) of 
Southwarl^ and the Bishop of Birmingham were merely Dr. Talbot 
and Dr. Gore, they could repudiate Protestantism to their hearts’ 
content. No Protestant would care twopejice. But it is a grave 
abuse of their position as Lords Sjhritual, Peers of Parliament, that 
they should disown the faith of their fellow-citizens. I took up the 
other day a very interesting and a very well written book by Dr. 
Bigg, a CanoJi of Christ (hurch, and Regius Professor of Ecclesiastical 
History*,^t Oxford. Professor Bigg says plainjy that there is no guide 
to Christian truth except the Bible, interpreted by human knowledge 
and human wisdom. That is Protestantism. That is the religion of the 
Church of England. How'many bishops, how many clergymen, would 
accept it ? How many laymen outside the Cecil family*would reject it ? 

I could answer the secend question if I knew the lay membership of the 
English Church Unioji*. The Bishop of Lincoln has had the courage 
openly to join that body, which repents of the Reformation in ashes 
and tears. A good many of his lordship’s colleagues, less courageous 
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than his lordship, share his opinions without proclaiming them. In 
what respect they differ from Roman Catholicism I am not theo- 
lo^n enough to determine. But the difference, or rather the distinc¬ 
tion, is technical, not substantial, except in so far as it consists of a* 
dislike even for Papal authority, 1 Had been a member of the 
Royal Commission, I would have asked every bishop who came 
before it the simple question, ‘ Is your lordship a Protestant ? ’ The 
replies would have been very interesting, and most of them would 
have been very long. So far as Ihe clergy are concerned, the Church 
of England has ceased, to be a*Protestant Church. So far as the laity 
are concerned, it is as Protestant as ever it was. There is the case 
for disestablishment in a nutshell, "lilie clergy claim to be the sole 
interpreters of the Bible. The laity deny their claim. The clergy 
say that the Holy (’ommunion is ilie sacrifice of the Mass. The laity 
say that it is not. Of course there are exce])tions on both sides. But 
such is the general rule, and it can only lead to one result. The old- 
fashioned clergyman was i minister of the Cospel. The newfangled 
clergyman is a priest of the Holy Catholic Church, and 'the Ei,iglis]i 
})eople have no use for f)riests. When Manniiig joined the Cliureh 
of Rome, he found, to his great annoyance, that he was'no longer an 
archdeacon, only a layman, and that the Pope could see no distinction 
between an Anglican priest and a Protestant Dissenter. It is strange 
that Manning should have been surprised. The existence of two 
♦ ^atholic Churches is an absurdity, though (Uiristian Churches may 
well be numerous, as they are. 

If the Government hope to escape responsibility by 1 browing it 
upon Convocation, they are doomed to disappointment. For the 
Established Church pf tlu’s country they, as Ministers of the (hown, 
are alone, responsible to the House of Commons. Culess. they are 
jirepared to sever the connection between Church and hltate, not 
merely in Wales but in England too, they are bound to prevent the 
endowment of Romanism. The differences between Prote.stant 
communions are, except in the eyes of bishops, immaterial. Between 
Protestant and Catholic there is a great gulf fixed. Catholic dis¬ 
abilities have been, with a very few e.xceptions, most jiroperly removed 
by Parliament. But Cathoheism within the Establishment is a 
scandalous and indecent ciiiomaly. Experience since 1870 ba,s’"showoi 
that there is a sound and complete form of religious education for the 
young which satisfies the requirements of all Protestant (Christians.* 
It has proved impossible to find any such common ground for J-*ro- 
testants and Catholics, whence the necessity for the fourth clause 
the Education Bill. It is probable that, if the (*liurch were disestab¬ 
lished, Anglo-C^atholies, as they call themselves,* would go over to 
Rome, and the vast majority of Protestant (Churchmen, while pre¬ 
serving their noble liturgy, would find very little to separate them from 
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thii other Protestant denominations. But that is a dream of the 
future. The duty of lay Churchmen at the present time is to maka#it 
quite clear, not through Convocation but through Parliament, 1»at 
Ihe Church of England^ always has been, and always will be, faithful 
to the principles of Latimer and Ridley. The Oxford Movement has 
spent itself, and the Bishops are walking in a dream. 

Herbert Paul. 


The Editor of The NjNEXEEN’rti Century cannot underta^ce 
to return uiuicc^ted MSS. 
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The title which is most proudly borne by the present majority in’the 
House of Commons is that of the Party of Progresfi, nor will anyone 
be disposed to deny their right to-it, if ‘ progress ’ be construed in the 
broad sense of moving from one point in space to another. Ministers, 
in frantic eagerness to secure support from the tail of their party, 
have abandoned positions which, within the present year, they pledged 
themselves solemnly, in Parliament and out of it, never tp surrender.' 
Principles, revered as cardinal from the very dawn of our Constit«tion— 
sanctity of free contract, equality of justice for men of all classes, 
taxation as warrant for representation—have been swept by this* 
Administration into a dishonoured limbo ds impediments to sheer 
speed ; and in th*eir place we arc served with shameless pandering 

the claims of organised labour, crude plans for redistribution of 

% 

» 

* See, on the Trade Disputes Bill, Mr. Haldane to his future constituents on 
the 22nd of January 1906, and the Attornev-Qeneral in the House of Commons on the 
28th of March 1906. Fidelity to pledocs three years old is scarcely to be expected, 
and Mr. Asquith’s bold words on the 6th of February 1903 are ancient history. 
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agricultural land, and a scheme of disfranchisement which will gratify 
the ‘ have-nots ’ by diminishing the voting power of the ‘ haves.’ i 

Progress ! aye, plenty of it, but where must such Eake’s Prog^ss 
inevitably land the community, unless some* restraining power bo 
applied ? The motor-man, proceeding at a higher speed than some 
of the passengers consider consistent with safety, may moderate it 
in either or both of two ways; ,he may throttle up and throw his 
engine out of clutch, or he mray apply the brakes. If he does the 
second without doing the first, the result is friction, violent strain 
and more or less injury to his car. Applying this imperfect metaphor 
to the present legislative situation, there appears little prospect of 
llic gas being shut ofi. The majority in the House of Commons at 
the back of the Government is too exuberant, too menacing ; Ministers 
cannot take out the clutch if they would. The wayside spectator 
perceives no way out of impending disaster but a vigorous applica¬ 
tion of brake power. It is a force which nobody would wish to sec 
exerted to resist engine power, but there arise circumstances when 
it is the or4y expedient in a dilemma. It is the old story —nec deus 
intersit —and it is in the firm belief that we have to deal with dignus 
vindice nodus that the following lines are pemied. 

The controlling force rests with the House of Lords, and one is 
unwilling to doubt that they are prepared to apply it. It is scarcely 
conceivable that oi dpia-Toi —the best of their kind and therefore 
the bravest (for that is the bedrock meaning of the word)—will prove 
so apprehensive of consequences as to shrinlc from exerting the power 
with which the Constitution has invested them—from rising to that 
responsibility which is the sole justification for their exaltation above 
their fellow-citizens. If the Peers should stifle their own clear convic¬ 
tions upon the principles of measures now, or about to be, under 
their consideration—if they should consent to pass legislation well 
knowing it to be" unjust—were they to do these things from fear of 
the terrible results to their own position loudly reiterated by the 
Lloyd-Gcorges and Keir Hardies—then indeed the nation would know 
what to think of them. It would recognise in the Upper Chamber of 
Parliament a House of Shams—a club of gentlemen distinguished 
among persems of similar means only by the possession of ornamental 
titles, which secure for them ‘ salutations ih the market-places, the 
chief se^s in the S5aiagogue3, and the uppermost rooms at feasts.’ 
These social advantages ^he nation never has grudged them. On the 
contrary, they have been cheerfully accorded in recognition of the 
hTgh and onerous functions which the House of Lords was constituted 
to perform, and which history is there to prove that they have never 
yet failed to perform. Crisis after crisis has arisen and been encoun¬ 
tered by the Upper Chamber in calm, firm and well-considered manner; 
progress has been regulated, but’never unduly hindered; let the 
social development of the nineteenth cgntury testify to that. Collision 
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between the two Houses has been frequently predicted, and occasi 
alw, as in 1832, appeared imminent and inevitable ; but it has always 
bean averted, either, as in 1832, by the Lords recognising the wilV 
of the nation as reiterated at the polls ; or, as'in 1893, by the nation 
repudiating at the polls the policy of those whom it had entrusted 
with temporary power. 

That being the spirit and manher in wliich the Lords hitherto 
have discharged their part as ot apicrroi, will they flinch now from 
the responsibility thrown upon a Second Chamber ? Do they fuUy 
realise by what a large, if latent, force of public opinion they are 
supported as an indispensable bulwark of the Imperial structure ? 
Despite the imperfection inherent in a hereditary Chamber of Legisla¬ 
ture and its apparent inconsistency with a democratic constitution, 
the House of Lords has earned by tradition and retained by its actions 
a character for bieadth of view, maturity of judgment and nioderation 
of counsel, whereby the earnestness, and especially the perinanence, 
of popular requirements may be tested before they are conceded. 
It is its chief function to secure a hearing, not for every passing gust 
of the j)opnlarif! aura, but for the general and permanent trend of 
opinion in the nation. 

At this very present juncture there comes a trenchant illustration 
of the transient character of some of these gusts. In 1903 the result 
of municipal elections in London and the provincial boroughs was 
the return of a sweeping Radical and Progressive majority. The 
munici]>al electorate, as a whole, declared in favour of lavish expendi¬ 
ture and socialistic schemes. As there is no Second Chamber to 
revise the measures of Municipal Councils, the majority had a j)erfectly 
free hand, and set honestly to work to fulfil ‘ the mandate ’ on which 
they had been returned. • 

How fleeting that mandate has proved to be !. Three years of 
‘ progi’essivc ’ management of their concerns have sufficed to convince 
the electors that it was not at all the kind of administration which 
they approved. The overturn at the Parliamentary elections in 
January was not more startling than that of the municipal elections 
in November, only the position of the two parties in each is reversed. 

The returns from the provincial boroughs are not complet^at the 
time of writing, but the relative position of parties in the London 
boroughs is as follows ; 

• 

JJoroughs with Municipal Keform majorities 
lioroughs wifli Progi-cssivo majorities . , 

Councillors elected (excluding Hampstead 
Stoke Newington)— 

Municipal Reformers .... 

Progressives, Socialists, &c. 

Average percentage of votes polled 

This result is the more remarkable, inasmuch as municipal elections 
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all take place on the same day. The reflex efiect upon one constituency 
of victory or defeat in another, which so notoriously accelerates tne 
"swinging pendulum in Parliamentary elections, is no factor in fthe 
voice of the boroughs.* Municipal elections as a whole, making due 
allowance for local peculiarities, declare the mind of the voters at the 
moment with far greater precision than can be expressed in a general 
— election for Parliament as conducted under present regulations. 

Having regard, then, to ttie emphatic revocation in 1906 of the 
mandate issued by the municipal electors in 1903, who shall afiirm 
that, were the life of the present Parliament limited to three years, 
the mandate assumed to have been issued to the House of Commons 

o 

in the present year might not be revoked with equal emphasis in 
1909 ?, 

Well, we have septennial, not triennial. Parliaments, and, with 
a Radical Administration in power, we hear no more about the iniquity 
of the septeimial arrangement burking the expression of the national 
will.^ Every Minister and member is busy interpreting ‘ the mandate ’ 
according to his favourite doctrine or prepossession; one man 
maintaining that it was issued against denominational education ; 
another focussing it upon yellow labour; the Duke of Devonshire and 
his Free Trade Unionists proclaiming it as the knell of Tariff Reform, 
while Labour representatives construe it as a decree conferring un¬ 
exampled privilege upon trade unions. The one thing clear to any 
critical mind is that, in whatever degree one or other of these subjects 
may have dominated opinion in different constituencies, certainly they 
could not have been concluded in one definite ‘ mandate ’ by the nation. 
In Lancashire, for instance, the recent result of the municipal elections 
is attributable mainly to dissatisfaction with’ the Education Bill; 
whereaS; on the very eve of these elections, Mr. Lloyd-George pro¬ 
claimed at Spalding that ‘ there is a clear mandate by the country 
in relation to the matter ’ (t.e. the Education Bill), ‘ and yet the 
House of Lords, which is responsible to nobody, seeks to override 
the decision of men whom the nation has chosen to do its work.’ 

The House of Lords has never yet done anything of the kind, nor 
is there the slightest fear of their doing so now. Nevertheless, the 
necessity is urgent that they should do as, times without number, 
they ftave done before—namely, give the nation an opportunity of 
' pronouncing upon the kind of work its representatives are doing, and 
of indicating whether it desires that such work should go on. 

Judging from the extra-parliamentary speeches ftf certain members 
of the present Government, the two Chaihbers of Legislature are on 
the brink of war, unless the House of Lords should beat the chamade. 
It can scarcely be premattire, then, to attempt a forecast of the forces 
on either side and the probable coarse of the campaign. It so happens 
that the choice of a battle-field, which is usually dictated by the House 
of Commons, as the more aggressive^combafant, rests on this occasion 
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with the House of Lords. There are no fewer than five Bills sent up, 
oft about to be sent up, to be dealt with by them, upon any of which 
thft issue may be taken : 

(1) Tlie Education Bill. • 

(2) The Plural Voting Bill. 

(3) The Trade Disputes Bill. 

(4) The Land Tenure Bill; and 

(5) The Small Holdingl (Scotland) Bill. 

• 

If we regard the last .two of these Bills as one measure, seeing that 
they both deal with land-tenure in the direction of voiding contracts 
and establishing dual ownership, thete remain four positions, upon 
any one of which the Lords may make a determined stand and demand 
the sense of the nation. * 

As to the Education Bill—enough said. Whatever cfifinges the 
Lords have made or may yet make in it, it is not over that corpus 
that the final conflict will be waged. When the leader of the House of ^ 
Lords is found voting against his colleagues in the Cabii^et in favour 
of an amendment moved and supported by the Opposition, it is clear 
that, whatever driving power they derive from the House of Commons, 
the Government cannot insist upon the Bill, the whole Bill, and nothing 
but the Bill. If it is sent back to the House of Commons with its 
more drastic features so modified as to render it unacceptable to 
militant Nonconformists, it is not improbable that it may be dropped, 
thereby providing fine material for platform oratory during the recess. 
The Lords will be held up to obloquy as having sterilised the labours 
of an entire session, and their action will go to swell the account against 
them. But the Government dare not stake their existence by an 
appeal to the country upon their Education Bill as a single issue. 
There is far too much open hostility t-o it among those wllb under¬ 
stand the measure, indifference far too wide-spread Smong those who 
do not understand it, to allow of much uncertainty as to the answer 
to a question which, to the great majority of electors, would resolve 
itself into this—Arc you fairly content with the education provided 
for your children as it is, or will you pay a million sterling more in 
taxation, and two millions more in rates, in order that the Christian 
religion be no longer taught ? Of course that is not a fair statement 
of the question, but that is the form in which it would present itself 
to the average voter. 

Dismissing thg Education Bill, therefore, as being unlikely to bring 
about serious coUision between the two Houses, upon which of thh 
other measures will it most probably take plac^ ? Eumour is run¬ 
ning in regions not always ill-informed that, for tactical reasons, the 
Lords are going to deal tenderly with the Trade Disputes Bill and the 
Land Bills, but will show no mercy to the Plural Voting Bill. If that 
should prove to be so, then indef d may some of us doubt whether the 
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Lords retain so much of their pristine value as a Second Chamber as 
to make them worth fighting for. Distrust of party tactics, so deen^ 
discredited in the past, will be wrought to the kicking point. |^e 
Plural Voting Bill is at bad .measure, whereof the motive is perfectly 
transparent—to wit, the partial disfranchisement of the well-to-do, 
the majority of wlipm are supposed to be hostile to the new Liberalism. 
But it cannot be said that ifc violates any settled principles of 
constitutional law or political ethics, except one which was pretty 
thorouglily eviscerated through the acceptance, by all parties in 
Parliament, of Mr. Arthur Elhot’s amendment -to the Keform Act of 
1885, conferring the franchise upon agricultural labourers who pay 
neither rent, rates, nor taxes. To exalt this spiteful Jittle measure into 
a casus belli between the Houses cannot be done ; to reject it on the 
second'reading would be to magnify its importance unduly, A course 
equally elective and more dignified would be to let it pass through all 
its stages, adding in committee a clause postponing the time for the 
measure coming into effect until a satisfactory measure of redistribu¬ 
tion shall have been carried. 

Such a procedure would bring into prominence the glaring inequity 
of a Bill abolishing the one anomaly in the law of franchise which tells, 
or is supposed to tell, against the party now in power, and leaving 
untouched the far more glaring anomaly of unequal representation, 
which has given that party so much advantage in the past. 

Both the Bills dealing with agrarian matters—the Land Tenure 
Bill in a modified degree, the Small Holdings (Scotland) Bill in a very 
large degree—have been framed to establish dual ownership in agri¬ 
cultural land, which has proved such a disastrous failure in Ireland, 
and plunged the land system in that country into such inextricable 
confusion that, to mend the mess, the credit of British taxpayers has 
been plc'dged to the tune of many millions. What reason have our 
rulers to suppose that the muddle in Great Britain will be less complete 
or less costly in proportion than it has proved in Ireland ? 

The speeches of Lord Carrington and Mr. John Sinclair may be 
searched in vain for any grounds for that hope. Lord Carrington 
travelled to Edinbuxgli in October to discuss the two Bills with 
the S^jottisC Chamber of Agriculture. The tone of that Chamber, 
which^ionsists of practical farmers in the proportion of 95 per cent., 
is the reverse of ultra-Conservative. The majority of its members 
are in favour of certain modifications of the land laws, have a precise 
understanding of what they want, and have nerer shrunk from 
clearly expressing their views. They attended in large numbers, 
and Lord Carrington could not have had a more intelligent audience. 
But he had no single intelligible argument to propound for his pro¬ 
posed upheaval of the land system,, He repeated more than once the 
statement which he has made so often before other audiences, that he 
derives his whole income from agricultural rents; interesting, no 
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doubt, as a biographical detail, but uncouvincing as an argument for 
inmerial legislation. 

|Mr, Sinclair was not there to explain his Small Holdings Bill, ob 
to give any reason \^y this measure, iwrhich is comically entitled 
‘ a Bill to encourage the formation of Small Holdings in Scotland,’ 
chiefly penalises those landowners who have made considerable 
sacrifices to preserve such holdings. • ^ 

The chairman of the conference, (ft widespread repute as a suc¬ 
cessful whisky-distiller, displayed his degree of practical acquaintance 
with agriculture by detjlaring that he could not see why, if the crofting 
system was good for Inverness-shire, which he represents in Parliament, 
it should not be good for the rest of Scotland. There were plenty of 
men in that room who could have explained to him the di^erence 
between land in East Lothian and on the Moor of Rannoch, between a 
Highland croft in,which all building and other outlay is undertaken by 
the occupier and a Lowland farm which is thoroughly equipped by the 
owner, and have shown the impossibility of any man, however indus- • 
trious, making a decent living even out of fifty acres of ordinary arable 
land at tlic present prices of farm produce. It might have been done 
under protection, but it cannot be done now, unless under peculiarly 
favourable conditions of soil and climate, as on Lord Carrington’s 
Lincolnshire estate. His lordship never wearies of holding up the 
management of this estate to the admiration of all good men. It would 
be well that his part in the management should be fairly understood, 
as it is not, by the general public. The land has been let on a twonty- 
07\e years’ lease to a syndicjatc called the South Lincolnshire Small 
Holdings Association. Tliis company sublets the farms in small parcels, 
and is responsible for the rent to the owner, who undcrtak(‘s no further 
outlay. Some of the small holders are lodged in the existing farjnhouses 
and cottages; others live in villages at a distance, in scjpio cases, of four 
or five miles from the holdings. The extraordinary fertility of the soil 
attracts and repays cultivators, and many a landowner, careworn by 
sedulous attention to the welfare of his tenants, would find it an easy 
exchange to throw all attention to details upon a board of directors and 
fulfil his own part in the management by the punctual rcccjjit of rents. 

Lord Carrington had to listen to some plain truths in the dis(Wssion 
which followed his speech to tjhe Scottish Chamber of Agriculture, 
expressed in the vigorous, direct'language of men thoroughly under-« 
standing their subject. It appeared to be news to him that Scottish 
farmers almost uwversally hold under leases of fifteen or nineteei^ 
years’ duration, and that therefore many of the provisions of the Land 
Tenure Bill were either inapplicable to the Scottish system or incon¬ 
sistent with some of its best features. In the end, the Chamber 
• rejected both Bills by overwhelming.majorities. 

In spite of this discouragement at the hands of the very men in 
whose interest they profes^d to hhve brought in these Land Bills, the 
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Government have determined to press them forward. It is only fair 
to admit that some of the most objectionable features of the L^d 
^Tenure Bill have been so far modified in Committee of the Comm/ns, 
by amendments moved or* accepted by the 'Government, that the 
Lords may feel justified in allowing it to receive the Royal Assent 
as a comparatively innocuous, if superfluous, measure; but no in¬ 
genuity of amendment can alter'the character of the Small Holdings 
(Scotland) Bill, which not ohly betrays on the part of its authors 
amazing ignorance of the conditions# and requirements of Scottish 
agriculture, but has for its main principles the institution of dual 
ownership in its baldest form and the substitution of the least suc¬ 
cessful forms of cultivation for scientific treatment of land in adequate 
quantities. 

The opinion pronounced upon it by the Scottish Chamber of 
Agricultfire has received no consideration from this .headlong Govern¬ 
ment. When the secretary to the Chamber wrote on the 5th of 
November to the Secretary for Scotland, expressing the surprise of his 
executive that no notice had been taken of the representations sent 
up from the autumn conference, there came a letter in reply from 
Mr. Sinclair’s secretary saying that it was ‘hardly practicable to 
excise Scotland at this late stage of the proceedings on the Land 
Tenure BiU,’ but making no reference to the Small Holdings Bill. 
Upon this the secretary to the Chamber wrote again to the Scottish 
Office calling attention to the fact that resolutions hostile to both 
these Land Bills had been passed at the summer conference of the 
Chamber, and had been forwarded to Ministers so long ago as the 
21 st of June. 

The House of Lords, therefore, will have plenty of backing in the 
country, where agricultural matters are understood, if they refuse a 
second reading,to this ill-conceived and ill-drafted measure. Doubt¬ 
less in doing so they will incur a large amount of disfavour in the large 
towns, where a vague notion prevails that country squires encourage 
rural depopulation, and that the only conditions requisite for a pros¬ 
perous and contented peasantry are fixity of tenure, free cropping, and 
fair rents.. These ideas arise from the study of Radical and Socialist 
journals, supplemented by some knowledge of market gardening and 
Bubilhfban dairying, and from ignorance of the fact that the profit 
derived from agriculture, except in the vicinity of large towns, has 
been cut so fine by foreign competition that a living can only be 
„ made off land held in considerable quantity. A net return of 10s. an 
acre will not support a family on a fifty-dcre farm, though it may do 
so on one of 500 ^fcres. Moreover, the larger holding admits of much 
saving in working, and the expenses per acre being less than on the 
smaller one, the net profit is proportionately greater. 

The avowed, and wholly meritorious, object of the Small Holdings 
Bill is to keep on the land those ^people |Who remain there, and to 
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attract the return of those who have left it, but in none of his numerous 
speeches in the country has Lord Carrington disclosed the first result 
of C. D. Rose’s spirited experiment in this direction. That gentle¬ 
man, the honourable member for Newmarket, in order to put intcf 
practice what the majority of Radical politicians content themselves 
with preaching, obtained from the Office of Woods a lease of a Crown 
farm of 917 acres in Cambridgeshire, which he proceeded to cut up 
into fifty-nine small holdings—giving *n average of fifteen-and-a-h»lf 
acres. The future of his new tenants is still on the knees of the gods ; 
but, in order to establish them, Mr. Rose was under the necessity of 
evicting thirty-nine labourers, eight of whom had worked on the 
farm for over thijty years. It is true that all these men were given 
the opportunity of becoming tenants of the new holdings, but of this 
none of them took advantage, perhaps because their practical 
acquaintance with the land and its capabilities caused theip to prefer 
to earn regular wages rather than interest for mortgagees. 

For that is the real outcome of Mr. Lloyd-George’s munificent^ 
boast at Canterbury. ‘ We have given you free trade,’ he exclaimed, 
with scant respect to the memory of Sir Robert Peel, ‘ and we are going 
to give you free land.’ Yes, but are you also going t6 give us free 
capital to equip and stock the land, or are you going to build our 
houses, erect our fences, stock our fields, and charge us interest on the 
outlay ? The Secretary for Scotland has been singularly reticent 
about the Bill whereof he is the nominal, though not the putative, 
parent, but in one of his few pitblic utterances on the subject he has 
pointed to Denmark as the Utopia of small holders. There are 
plenty of them in that little realm, but, although nominally free¬ 
holders, they are bound hand and foot by the moneylender, who is 
not so easily accessible as the British landlord. Neither have these 
small holdings prevailed to keep the Danes from crowding into the 
towns. In 1860 the towns contained 22 per cent, orthe entire popula¬ 
tion ; at the present time they contain 39 per cent. At the last 
decennial census the urban population showed an increase of 44 per 
cent., but the agricultural "^population had undergone an actual 
decrease. 

Lord Caixington desires to apply to every de8cripti(Jn of land in 
Great Britain those conditions of tenure for which he can claim a 
success in a district of Lincolnshire peculiarly favourable to small 
holdings. A closer acquaintance with qjbher agricultural distriers 
would reveal tq him the hard truth that the soil is not universally 
suitable for cultivation in small parcels. Even where it is so, rfhd 
where elaborate and costly preparation has bqen made for peasant 
cultivators, it has been proved, in some cases, thit provision has been 
made for a want which does not exist. During the present year I 
visited the estate of a large landowner in Forfarshire, who had pre¬ 
served a number of sjnall h<ilding8, locally called ‘ pendicles,’ and 
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equipped them with substantial stone houses and offices. The soil is 
excellent, there are several considerable towns in the neighbourhood, 
and the district is intersected by railways, yet many of these pend^les 
•stand untenanted. The supply of small holdings is greater in that 
county than the demand.’ The ideal of the land reformer is that 
* every man shall sit under his own vine and his owm fig-tree (or their 
British equivalents), and no man shall make him afraid.’ But how 
if the peasantry, strong in bqdy and strenuous in spirit, disdain to 
make a bare and precarious living by toil on a few acres, and prefer 
either to earn a certain income by working for .good wages or to fare 
forth and see what lies behind their native hills ? These are the 
alternatives which have stintad the demand for small holdings in 
Forfarshire. 

As for the Secretary for Scotland, he makes no pretence of practical 
acquaintance with land management, wherefore it is not surprising 
that he cannot realise the irreparable injury wliich would be inflicted 
upon Scottish agriculture, probably the most highly developed in the 
' world, if his Bill extending the Crofters Acts to the whole of Scotland 
were to become law. 

The chief difficulty of the British agriculturist during the last 
quarter of a century has been American competition in corn and beef 
and Australian competition in wool. Bents have been adjusted to 
meet the fall in prices, the reduction on arable lands amounting all 
over to an average of 25 per cent., and on sheep farms sometimes as 
liigh as 50 per cent. Farmers are doing fairly well on this new basis ; 
it would be laughable, were it not so cruel, to disturb the whole system 
by forcing a quack remedy upon the convalescent. Pills to cure 
earthquake are not in it for absurdity with small holdings to enable 
British farmers to compete with the wide cornlands of the West. 

Thesa-two Land Bills will pass from the House of Commons, where 
but a small minority of members know what is implied in the term 
‘ rotation of crops,’ or could distinguish between a stubble and ‘ seeds,’ 
to the House of Lords, which is still, in the main, an assembly of 
landowners. In the opinion of doctrinaires, this is their chief dis¬ 
qualification for dealing fairly with questions of land tenure. The Land 
Tenure Bill «Tnay be allowed to pass for what it is worth, but it is 
hardly Conceivable that any self-respecting body of men who under¬ 
stand tlffe matter dealt with by the. Small Holdings Bill will yield 
l,sseut to its preposterous and impracticable provisions. One would 
not willingly suspect the Cabinet of insincerity, but ho^w much political 
profligacy has been perpetrated under the pi oak of tactics! If this 
crude legislation is plessed forward in the teeth of opposition by the 
great majority of agriculturists, it will be difficult to avoid the con¬ 
clusion that Ministers are striving to pile up a case against the Upper 
Chamber. 

Let the Lords be criticised as severely as they may in dealing as an 
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interested party with land legislation, no imputation of personal 
motives can be sustained against them in the course which it behoves 
them to take in respect to the Trade Disputes Bill. All the objec¬ 
tions, many and grave as they are, which c§,n be brought against* 
the Plural Voting and Land Bills fade into insignificance beside those 
which exist against Clause 4 of this measure as it has left the House 
of Commons. The Government, cqprced by the peaceful persua¬ 
sion ’ of Mr. Keir Hardie, have accepted amendments which involve 
some Ministers in open betrayaj of pledges on the faith of which they 
were returned to Parliament and invested with office. 

It was generally conceded by all parties that some provision 
was necessary to protect funds bona fide subscribed for benefit or pro¬ 
vident purposes. Accordingly, the Bill referred to in the Speech from 
the Throne contained the following clause: * 

4. Where a committee ot n trade union constituted as horcinaftciynentioned 
has been appointed to conduct on behalf of the union a trade dispute, an action 
whereby it is souglit to charge Ihc fimd of the union with damages in respect of 
any tortious act committed in contemplation or furtherance of the -trado dispute " 
shall not lie, unless the act was committed by the committee or by some person 
acting under their authority: Provided that a person shall not bo deemed to 
have acted under the authority of the committee if the act was an act or one of 
a class of acts expressly prohibited by a resolution of the committee, or the 
committee by resolution expressly repudiate the act as soon as it is brought to 
their knowledge. 

In the minds of most men this seemed to confer all the security 
that the law could devise, short of creating special class privilege. 
The restrictions certainly did not err on the side of severity. The 
committee would have only to pass a resolution—‘ Do not put anybody 
under the pump ’—or, when it came to their knowledge that some 
person or persons had been subjected to that form of persuasion, 
to resolve that they disapproved the proceeding, in order tO render 
the union and its funds immune from consequ^ces. But that 
was not enough for the Labour party in the House. The Government 
must toe the hne as drawn in 1906 by the Trade Union representa¬ 
tives. Not the line drawn by Mr. Thomas Burt and Mr. Kichard Bell 
at the Trade Union conference in September 1903, when these gentle¬ 
men vigorously repudiated the claim put forward by the ejitreme party 
‘ to be placed in a position different and apart from all others under 
the civil law,’ but the line laid down in Mr. Hudson’s Bill. In vain 
the Attorney-General, in a memorable speech (28th of March 1906),* 
made a last stan^ for principle : 

You aro proposing class • privileges. In the old days of onr law the^ 
immunities of class existed—they were the privileges oj aristocracy, and they 
have been abolished. Do not let us create a privilege foi* the proletariat, and 
give a sort of benefit of clergy to trade unions analogous to the benefit of clergy 
which was formerly enjoyed and which created an immunity as against certain 
sections of the population. Then there is another thing. Hon. members will 
bear with me in reviewing these tbnsiderations which have infiucncod the 
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GovorniQent in trying to settle this question. Are they sure that it is wise to 
remove from these unions, and particularly from the agents employed, a sense 
of responsibility ? They are often swayed by passion, by excitement, and by 
feeling. Is it right that the agents should move about with the feeling ^hat 
'whatever they do the progerty of the union will not have to bear any loss ? 

So far as the House of CommonB is concerned, ‘ privilege for the 
proletariat ’ has been granted in the crudest form. Clause 4 has 
cpme out of Committee practically the same as Clause 3 in Mr. Hud¬ 
son’s Bill. 

• 

An action against a trade imion, or any branch thereof, whether of workmen 
or ma.sters, or against any members or ofQcials thereof on behalf of themselves 
and all other members of the trade jmion for the recovery of damages in respect 
of any tortious act alleged to have been committed bj' or (Jn behalf of the trade 
union, shall not be entertained by any court; provided that nothing in this 
section shall affect the liability of the trustees of such unions to be sued in the 
events provided for by the Ti-ade Union Act, 1871, section 9^ 

Even the frail safeguards of resolutions by the committee con- 
*' ducting a strike, prohibiting or repudiating ‘ torts ’ {i.e. acts of violence 
or intimidation), are to be dispensed with. No person injured in a 
strike shall have any remedy at law against the organisers and directors 
of the strike, for the Courts are prohibited from entertaining any action 
for damages against them. Trade unions, alone among all classes 
of society, among all organisations and all individuals in the realm, 
are to be released from the elementary obligation to pay damages for 
wrong inflicted under their authority. Alone—nay, not quite alone ; 
for a fictitious air of equity has been imparted to the Bill by extending 
this immunity to Associations of Employers. It would be difficult 
to describe the circumstances in which any such association would 
put itself in a position to avail itself of the privilege thus created. 

AndfUow this Bill is about to undergo the ordeal of the House of 
Lords. The Leader of the Opposition in the House of Commons 
pronounced a fitting envoi upon it on the 3rd of August; 

To suggest that there were interests in the country which must be relieved 
from the ordinary restrictions of the ordinary law is a thing repellent to every 
law-making assembly. 

If ever tiiere was a wrong to be righted by the Second Chamber, 
here w"^ the occasion to rally all sound judgment in support of its 
action. Not to throw out the Bill, nobody asked or expected that, 
'but to restore it to the comparatively harmless form in which it was 
introduced by the Attorney-General. Provisions ^directly opposed 
tc- the mind of the Cabinet, as explained Jby the Attorney-General, 
and contrary to the t)etter sense of the many members who tremble 
at the nod of tradt’ unions, had been forced upon the Government 
by the intrepidity and industry of a small Labour group. The Lords 
would surely straighten it out. 

But what malign influence has wrought upon Mr. Balfour during 
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the recess ? Those who drew courage from his sound words on the 
3rd of August have been dismayed by the ambiguity of his valediction to 
the jBill on the 9th of November : ^ 

It is too lato to change this Bill; it is too late to feject the Bill. The Bill 
as it has gone through must, in my opinion, be accepted. 

Can any plain man make sense out of this ? Did Mr. ‘Balfour mean that 
it was too late to change the Bill iif the i^ouse of Commons ? That was 
pretty obvious, considering that it had gone through all its stages; 
the inference is that he indicfited that it was not to be changed in 
another place. Then again, the Bill must be accepted, ‘ as it has gone 
through.’ Does ‘ as ’ here stand for ‘.because,’ or does it mean that 
the Lords were to accept it ‘ as,’ i.e. ‘ in the form that ’ has been given 
to it in the Commons ? These cr 5 ^tic sentences were followed by 
some platitudes—‘ pifHe,’ .n.s the irreverent might term them—about 
the responsibility of the Government, of those who have pressed 
modifications upon them, and of the Trade Unions and their members. 
The third reading was taken nemine contradicente. Is there no re- ' 
sponsibility upon the Opposition ? * 

Herein is that deplorable vagueness of purpose which paralyses the 
spirit of a fighting party, a want of that fire of hatred which inspired 
Widdrington of old. 

Who when his legs were smitten off 

Did fight upon his stumps. 

And throughout the whole of the proceedings floats the haunting 
suspicion of ‘ tactics.’ The Trade Disputes Bill must not be amended 
lest the Trade Union vote be cast against Unionists at the next 
election. Let party tacticians beware lest, in surrendering principle 
in the attempt to mollify the resentment of Trade Unions (which, 
after ail, only include one million out of fourteen mijj^ons of workera), 
they do not permanently alienate a large number of their present 
supporters. Sir Stafford Northcote was an adroit tactician : but it was 
impatience with his Fabian manceuvres that gave their opportunities 
to Mr. Balfour and his fellow-conspirators of the Fourth Party. 

If the Lords, from any fear of consequences to their own House, 
allow the Trade Disputes Bill to be inscribed on the Statute Book 
in its present form, they will not only be false to their own settled 
convictions, but they will be defrauding the nation of the right to pro-, 
noimce its will upon a proposal which was not before it when the 
present House ^of Commons was elected. Rather—the proposal 
was before the country in Irnofficial form, in the shape of Mr. Hudson's 
Bill. Here is the assurance given upon it by the present War Minister 
in one of his election speeches when addressing a meeting of East 
Lothian electors on the 22nd of January last: 

1 see that Mr. Keir llardio has written to the newspapers threatening 
Mr. Asijuith and myself wi)h all sorts of retribution if we do not toe the mark 



874 


TEE NINETEENTH CENTURY 


Deo/ 


by voting up to the particular propositions which Mr. Keir Hardie wishes 
carried out about the Trade Disputes Bill. Well, I am sure that neither I nor 
Mr. Asquith will budge one inch because of Mr. Keir Hardie’s demands. . . . 
'To make the kind of preposterous propositions whic!jj he puts forward is rlially 
only to show how very f^ble is the position which he holds in the House of 
Commons, so far as liis doctrines and following aro concerned. I have not the 
slightest objection to Mr. Keir Hardie putting forward his own propaganda, but 
if he thinks ho is going to coerce or anybody else, he had better come to 
Fast Lothian and try it. » 

4 A bold, manly declaration of principle, this, without a trace of that 
shilly-shally and claptrap with which the student of political speeches 
becomes so painfully familiar. The elections had gone far enough by 
that time to show that the new G-overnment were to have a sweeping 
majority ; but the worst apprehensions of Unionists were allayed, for, 
said they, with Haldane, Grey, and Asquith in the Cabinet there will 
be limits'bo the mischief to be done. . 

Alas for political good faith ! These brave words were no more than 
the blustering of Bob Acres. Mr. Keir Hardie proved more formidable 
at efose quarters than he had seemed at a distance, and the Minister 
who had VQwed before the East Lothian electors not to ‘ budge one 
inch ’ at his bidding continues calmly in office after the ‘ jircposterous 
propositions’ have been accepted by the Cabinet. He and Sir 
Edward Grey and Mr. Asquith tried to save their faces by walking 
out when the Prime Minister led his party into the Aye lobby in 
support of Mr. Hudson’s Bill; but none of them has uttered a word 
of open protest against the incorporation of the worst feature of 
that Bill in the Government measure. 

Those who most earnestly desire to maintain the House of Lords 
in their high place in the C'Onstitution have only one word for them 
in this piatter—Be just and fear not! And it is a prayer which is 
silently uttered J|jy many a Ministerialist member. 


Herbert Maxwell, 
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Has the Labour r^ovement come to sfay ? If so, is it to become a 
Socialist movement similar to those whicli have grown to such pro¬ 
portions in Germany, France, and other Continental countries ? In 
the recent controversy which raged round these questions on the 
platform and in the Press, quite a considerable number of leading 
politicians on both sides committed thenj selves to the opinion that • 
the movement is ephemeral, is likely to subside as rapidly as it'has 
arisen, and that under no circumstances can Socialism ever obtain 
any real hold on the working classes of this country. It is worth 
bearing in mind that the people who are now so positive upon this 
point are, in the main, the same people who, prior to the General 
Election, declared with equal emphasis that a Labour party was an 
impossibility. Before accepting them as guides, therefore, it may be 
worth our while to try to ascertain whether their present opinions 
have any better foundation than those which they held then, and 
which were so woefully belied by the event. 

That the apparently sudden upheaval of a great Labour party 
at the General Election came upon the country as a surprise is 
admitted. For that, however, the leaders of the Labour movement 
cannot be held responsible. To those of us who had toiled for twenty 
years at the task of creating a new party its coming was neither 
sudden nor unexpected. In this Review for January of this year, 

I indulged in a ‘ Conjecture in Probabilities ’ concerning the part 
which Labour was likely to play in the then impending General 
Election and after. I therein set forth the causes which had operated 
in bringing the Labour party into being, and gave it as my ojhnion 
that so long as these continued to operate the party would continue . 
to grow. I see no reason to in any way modifyJbhat opinion. Besides, 
apart from particular reasons, I have always held that ‘ a Labour^ 
party is the logical and inevitable outcome of a popular suffrage. . . . 

It is an outward and visible sign of the determinatior^f the disinherited 
democracy to have government of the people, by tue people, for the 
j)eople.’ Since everything which has happened since January has borne 
out the facts as set forth in my article, it may be assumed that I am, 
at least, as familiar with the treild of events in the labour world as 
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are any of our critics or opponents, and that my predictions are as 
likely to be verified by events as any of theirs. 

With a Session’s experience of the Labour party behind us, friend 
and opponent alike admit that it has made its own nich^ in 
politics and demonstrated the possibility of such a party existing as 
a separate political entity. This of itself is a gain of the greatest 
importance, since it lifts the question out of the region of specula¬ 
tive theory and transfers it inio that of accomphshed fact. 

The influence of the party is beyond question. The object of those 
who pioneered and organised the Labour movement was to create a 
political force which, by concentration on Social and Labour questions, 
would keep these from being obscured by mere political issues, or rele¬ 
gated to the small hours of the morning in which oddments of reform 
are dfialt with as matters of little moment. We have, however, been 
alive to the fact that no party could obtain or retain a footing in 
British politics wliich ignored the wider issues of our national life, 
and in this respect the Labour party has not been lacking. Questions 
of foreign affairs, education, the welfare of subject races, militarism 
(that sinister foe of progress), and finance have all been dealt with 
by members of the party speaking for their colleagues, wliilst the 
party vote has always been cast on the side of a progressive policy 
both at home and abroad. These tilings, however, have been merely 
incidental to the real work of the party, and a brief n'sariir of what 
that work has been will not be without interest. 

The motions for which the party made itself responsible and 
which it directly brought before Parliament in the evenings which 
its members secured in the ballot included one for the Pi-ovision of 
Old Age Pensions out of State Funds; tlue payment of Trade 
Union Rates to all Government employees, and tire recognition 
of the Trade Unions by the various Government Departments. In 
addition there was a motion declaring for the political Enfranchise¬ 
ment of Women, and another to put an end to the evictions of work¬ 
men on strike who happen to occupy houses belonging to their 
employers. A small Bill to class as undesirables Aliens who are 
being brought in to take the place of workmen on strike was suc- 
ce^fully piloted by the party through the House of Commons, and is 
now stranded somewhere in the House of Lords. On the Committee 
which dealt with Workmen’s Compensation, with the Reform of the 
Income Tax, with the Procedure of the House of Commons, with the 
Provision of Meals for School Children, with Ele^ctric Supply, with 
Taxation of Land Values (Scotland), with the Nationalisation of 
Canals, with the Postal Servants, and with the various other subjects 
upon which Special Committees have sat, members of the party have 
been active and vigilant. 

Coming now to Bills, the pisce de resistance vs'^as that dealing with 
Trade Disputes. I have no desirt;; to rcooen old controversies, but 
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it will be well within the public recoUectioa that the measure intro¬ 
duced by the Government was subsequently not merely altered, but 
completely changed from its original draft in order to meet the views 
of the party. It is questionable whether in^ the history of recent ’ 
politics an instance is to be found which more conclusively proves 
the advantage of concentration upon a well-defined object than 
does that of the Trade Disputes Bill. Finally, *a Bill to enable 
Education Authorities to provide meals for school children was 
brought forward by the party, and referred to a Select Committee, 
and is now before thq House of Commons, waiting to pass its final 
stages. The mere enumeration of these items is, I think, sufficient 
justification for our claim to be regarded as a non-partisan Labour 
party. It has been charged against us that inasmuch as we have, in 
the main, supported the Government in their measures our independ¬ 
ence is more assumed than real. This objection proceeds on the 
assumption that it is the business of the members of an independent 
party to be always running amok at the Treasury bench. Such 
critics forget that these would be the tactics of despair, and that we 
are not in despairing mood. Thirty men cannot hope to monopolise 
the time of Parhament, and the most that can be expected from 
them is to see that value is received for the support which is given 
to the Government of the day. We have supported the Government 
and opposed the Government just as we deemed the interests of the 
workers required. 

The fiction which has been so sedulously spread abroad, that there 
is friction between the Socialist and Trade Unionist members of the 
party, has no foundation whatever in fact. Anticipations, therefore, 
which are being built up on the assumption that such friction exists, 
and that a split in the ranks is impending in consequence, may at 
once be dismissed as a figment of the imagination. The greatest liriumph 
which the party has yet accomplished is the successful way in which 
Socialists and Trade Unionists have been brought to find a common 
ground for action. The Independent Labour party and the Fabian 
Society are the Socialist wings of the movement. In the case of the 
former, which is in the main composed of working people, no work¬ 
man can hold office who is not a Trade Unionist, which is of itself a 
guarantee that between Trade Unionism and the Independent iabour 
party there is not likely to be any real cause for division of opinion. 
The central point round which Trade Unionists and Sociahsts have 
becn able to groujj themselves is the determination to have the Labour 
party a separate and distiuct organisation both in Parhament and irl 
the constituencies, and so long as this continues to be the link which 
binds the two sections friction is not hkely to Vrise. Concerning 
immediate reforms there is agreement, and for the moment that is 
enough ; the future will take care of itself. 

A test as to the present state of public opinion towards the Labour 
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party was supplied in the recent municipal elections. The casual 
reader of the daily Press might easily have carried away the impres¬ 
sion that in the elections the Labour party was almost swept out of 
' existence. The explanation given was that the nation had become 
alarmed at the prospect of Socialism becoming a living force, and had 
determined to stamp it out ere it grew strong enough to become a 
menace to property. Here again the facts completely belie all the 
assumptions upon which thifc conclusion was based. Never before 
was so large an aggregate vote polled for Labour candidates. Socialists 
and Trade Unionists worked together amicably under the segis of the 
Labour party, and both alike improved their position. This applies 
to London, with the solitary eKcoption of Woolwich, as well as to the 
provinces. In all, close on 600 municipal candidates sought election, 
and Whilst the gains and losses just about balanced the aggregate 
vote was the largest ever secured. In quite a number of provincial 
towns, including Bradford, Halifax, and Leeds, Liberals and Conserva- 
r tives openly joined forces to defeat Labour candidates, and although 
by this me^ns the gains of the party were reduced, in no case was the 
position worsened. In so far, therefore, as the municipal elections 
have any meaning, it is that the working-class electors have not 
repented of their support of Labour candidates at the General Election. 
This is all the more significant when it is borne in mind that the 
controversy over the educational muddle played an important part in 
almost every contest. Those of us who arc in the inside of things 
know that the Labour movement is growing with tremendous rapidity ; 
that whole tracts of country, especially agricultural districts where 
hitherto it has had no footing, are now awakening up to a degree of 
activity which quite parallels that shown in the industrial centres, 
and it is the Socialist side of the movement which is growing most 
rapidly? The Independent Labour party has more than doubled its 
income during llie past twelve months, whilst its output of Socialist 
literature has increased tenfold. The old conception of Socialism as 
a wildly revolutionary movement, seeking to accomplish its ends by 
the use of dynamite and the knife of the assassin, is fast disappearing. 
The strength of the denunciation levelled against Socialism by its 
opponents has brought the question prominently under the notice of 
milHons who had hitherto been ignorant df it and led them to in- 
^ vestigate the subject for themselves-. In this way our opponents arc 
one of our most valuable propagandist assets. Most important of all, 
perhaps, in this connection is the fact that not only h^ve Trade Unionist 
and Sociahst come to know and understand each other better through 
working together at election times, but Liberal and Conservative 
workmen, who formerly ranged themselves in opposing electoral camps 
and fought each other with an intensity of bitterness which only , 
those who have had experience of it can appreciate, are now to be 
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found co-operating loyally together in promoting the interests of what 
they realise to be their own party. 

One powerful aid in strengthening and developing the Labour 
pa^fcy is the fact thatr it is linking the workers of Great Britain up 
with their comrades of all other lands. The insular feeling which our 
island position is so prone to develop amongst all classes is rapidly 
disappearing, and the British workman is realising as he never has 
done before the solidarity of Labour ai^ its oneness all the world ovtsr. 
In one respect the movement ip Great Britain has a good many advan¬ 
tages over that of the Continent. For two or three generations past 
the working class here has been building up huge organisations for 
benevolent, for protective, and for trading purposes. The Trade 
Union, Co-operative, and Friendly Society movements have been so 
many seed-plots in which the natural leaders of the workiilg class 
have come to the front and have acquired practical experience in the 
knowledge and m the management of men and affairs. Hence the 
reason why the Socialist and Labour movement here is so essentially, 
practical. On the Continent of Europe, where the Jrade Union 
movement is only beginning to be a real power, Socialism has been 
mainly in the hands of the better educated intellectual classes. I 
honour and respect the educated middle-class men and women of 
the Continent who have sacrificed so much for their Socialist principles, 
but that does not blind me to the fact that they have given the move¬ 
ment there a tendency to be philosophic, abstract, and dogmatic, 
rather than practical. Now that Trade Unionism has become a 
real power in Germany and Italy, and that its leaders are beginning 
to assert themselves, there is a proneness to friction between them 
and the leaders of the Socialist movement, which, unless carefully 
guarded, may easily develop into open antagonism. 

Here there is no such danger. In this country, in fact, tlfe danger 
is of an exactly opposite kind. It would be notliin^E;ort of a calamity 
were the Labour party lines to be so drawn in Great Britain as 
to exclude the educated middle-class Socialist from becoming a 
candidate. A purely working-class movement is apt to be as stodgy 
and as lacking in idealism as is British sculpture. This is conspicuously 
the case in the rapidly increasing co-operative movement, \^ere the 
dividend is looked upon *as the alpha and the omega of co-operation. 
The Trade Union leader also, who is everlastingly concerned, as he must 
be, with small details concerning rates of wages, and the petty routine 
work of his ofl&ce* is apt to lose sight of the wider and more comprehen¬ 
sive outlook upon life and its problems which Socialism gives. *A 
Labour movement uninspired by Socialism woul(fjbe like a motor with¬ 
out petrol, a body without a soul. Besides, memlrors of the educated 
class who become Socialists have ^usually more of the true spirit of 
rebellion in their bones than have those drawn direct from the ranks 
of the toiling millions. jAs a rile, too, they are more bitter in their 
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denunciations of the evils of present-day society than*are its most 
hapless victims, and, in addition, they meet Danton’s dicta con¬ 
cerning ‘ audacity ’ much better than do their working-class comrades, 
who are apt to be haqnted by the fear of risking their reputatioA by 
asking for too much. Trade Unionism is and must be a class move¬ 
ment confined rimdly to the wage-earners; Socialism, on the other 
hand, is open to ail who accept its principles, and so long as the Labour 
party continues to be formed of an alliance of Trade Unionists and 
Socialists so long will Socialists, irrespective of class, who are nomi¬ 
nated by an affiliated organisation be welcomed within the fighting 
ranks of the party. Already a fair number of the middle class enrich 
the Socialist movemenli by their education and their culture, though 
in the main in this country it is bound to continue to be heavily 
dominated by working-class thought and feeling. It is not only 
quite possible but extremely probable that in the near future the 
lines of development in Great Britain may become the example upon 
T which the Labour and Socialist movement in Continental countries 
will remodql itself. Already in France and in Holland there is an 
approximation to our methods, whilst in Belgium, where there is a 
powerful Labour party, every section of the working-class movement, 
Trade Unionist, Co-operative, Friendly Society, and Socialist, is 
already bound up into one homogeneous whole. 

Piecing together all the foregoing facts, we are justified in 
assuming that we are only at the beginning of the development of the 
political Labour movement in Great Britain. That it will ultimately 
become an openly avowed Socialist movement I entertain no manner 
of doubt. Any attempt, however, to force the pace, or to seek by 
pettifogging manoeuvring to capture the Trade.Unions for Socialism, 
could only defeat itself. Socialists rely entirely upon their educa¬ 
tional propaganda to bring about the conversion of the working class. 
Economic devetopment, the growth of trusts, the increasing pressure 
of industrialism upon the mass of the people, the difficulty of the 
smaller middle class to maintain their position, and the spread of 
the altruistic spirit are all factors making for Socialism. The 
intelligent Trade Union leader sees and recognises this. He may not 
care to avow himself a Socialist, but he knows that its advent is 
certafti. He, However, is content to do the practical work which lies 
to his hand to-day, and to leave the future to take care of itself. 

In my January article, already alluded to, I made mention of various 
phases through which the movement had evolved into an independent 
iiabour party, and singled out Liberal-Labourism for special comment. 

At that time it looked as though it might continue to perpetuate 
itself fo ■ some co/lsiderable time, but already it seems to be under¬ 
going a process of painless extinction. Here and there an individual 
does his best to convince himself and the public that it* still exists, 
but no one is taken in or deceived thereby. At the recent municipal 
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elections, of the nearly 600 Labour candidates who went to the poll 
not more than ten, all told, could be described as Lib.-Labs., to use 
W. T. Stead’s phrase. In the House of Commons the gulf which formerly 
separated the Liberal JCrade Unionist from his Labour colleague is* 
being rapidly bridged over, and it can only be a question of months 
ere every working-class member of Parliament who is paid from Trade 
Union funds is also a member of the Labour party. * With 95 per cent, 
of the leaders of Trade Unionism in th« Labour party, the rank a^jd 
file are becoming more and more impatient of those who temporise, 
and so laberal-Laboujism is passing away in a kind of euthanasia. 
Few will grudge it such a peaceful end. 

As to what the work of the party, will be in the next Session of 
Parliament it is too early yet to speak with any degree of definiteness. 
That can only be decided by the party itself after full consideration. 
Judging, however, from the signs of the times, I would say that the 
political Enfranchisement of Women and the provision of Pensions 
for the Aged Workers are likely to occupy a prominent place in its 
programme. That it has been left to the Labour party to make the* 
Enfranchisement of Women a party question of urgency is n*ot creditable 
to Liberal and Conservative Governments who have owed so much of 
their success in the past to their women workers. Now that woman 
has entered the industrial area to the extent she has, it is more than ever 
imperative that her political disabilities should be removed, so that 
she may be better able to protect herself and her interests. 

Old Age Pensions is a reform which appeals with special force to 
men, many of whom are themselves supporting aged relatives from 
their scanty means, and most of whom, should they live to the allotted 
span, will themselves require some such support in their declining 
years. With such men the reform is no mere academic platitude to 
be used as bait at election time and then put aside on the ]ilea that 
the necessary money cannot be found. With thejisv the question is a 
burning reality. The case of the"Unemployed will not be neglected, 
while Afforestation on a large scale and the provision of Small Holdings, 
together with the Nationalisation of E ail ways, are sure to be pressed 
forward vigorously. A minimum wage for the sweated occupations 
has of late been brought prominently before the public by the success¬ 
ful conference on the subject at the Guildhall. The question is not 
without its difficulties, but sinqp these have been met and overcome 
in some of the Colonies, there seems no good reason why they should 
not be grappled^with here also. I shall be surprised if an Eight-Hour 
Day agitation does not develop in the near future. « 

Looking back over what has been accomplished, and glancing for¬ 
ward in the light of existing facts, I venture to p?i|dict that the future 
of the Labour party is assured. Already it has given to organised 
labour a consciousness of strengtH such as it never before possessed. 
The lobbies of the House of | Commons, which in days gone by 
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were thronged with workmen’s delegates when Labour measures were 
being discussed, are now on such occasions empty, save for the 
presence of the general public. Few can estimate the change which 
this apparently simple fact indicates in the attitude of the organfeed 
worker towards Parliament.' He no longer sendtpi his delegates to the 
lobby to beg for reforms ; he sends them to the *lB[ouse itself to win 
them. For the first time in the long drawn-out tragedy of the poor, 
thp toiler has an organ through whi'ch he can voice his demands and 
win redress for his wrongs. That the Labour party wiU have its ups 
and downs, its ebb and flow, cannot b'e questioned, but it can never 
be silenced or put down. More and more it will become an increas¬ 
ing influence in the political li^e and thought of the nation, welding 
all the useful classes of the community into one democratically- 
controlled whole to do battle for the social and economic emancipa¬ 
tion of the people. There are those now alive who, ere they pass 
hence, wiD, aid in the return of a Labour Governm'tent. Speed the 
day! 

‘ J. Keie Hardie. 
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For some couple of years past the Nayy has been given a position of 
unusual—it would* indeed, be correct to say unprecedented—promin¬ 
ence in the columns of the daily Press and in the pages of periodical 
publications. The enterprise of journalists, in this country at^ least, 
has rarely, if ever, been displayed more conspicuously than it has 
been of late in connection with naval alfairs. Matters, which our 
State departments had previously managed to reserve for official 
knowledge only, have not escaped the keen eyes of confributors to 
newspapers and have been given to the world with a frequency to 
which the reading public had been altogether unaccustomed. Inten¬ 
tions have often been announced long before the arrival of the time 
for carrying them into effect. Information refused to Parliament has 
found its way into the columns of a newspaper. So successful have 
been the efforts to discover and publish accounts of administrative 
measures about to be taken, that people wishing to obtain early 
information concerning them must have foimd it more convenient 
to look for it in widely circulated journals than in official documents. 
How distasteful all this must be to administrators whose proceedings 
and opinions have been repeatedly divulged can be easily conceived 
by all who are either conversant with the way in wbiph»pubiic business 
is conducted in this country or have watched its operation from 
outside. The work of naval administration is not very easy at best, 
and ordinary sentiments of compassion ought to induce every one to 
sympathise with those whose difficulties may have been often increased 
by untimely promulgation of the views and opinions vdiich sound 
administrative principles,, not less than ordinary official etiquette, 
would have kept from the public till the proper moment for declaring 
them. * 

Moreover, the vehicle of publication may impress something of its 
own quality on thS matter published ; and no one will deny, some will 
be disposed to glory in, the fact that the more ! up-to-date ’ journals 
of the age aim at putting information before their rraders in a striking, 
perhaps even sensational, style. One effect of tliis is the encourage- 
/ ment of a belief that the British public of to-day is immensely less 
phlegmatic than its forbears; and that, even as regards such serious 
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and dry matters as the details of naval administration, it must be fed 
on frequently recurring sensational announcements, till it has acquired 
the habit of looking for a new sensation, represented as emanating 
'from Whitehall, at least once a year; just as th® patrons of Drury tane 
Theatre regularly look for a pantomime at Christmas. How unfHr 
all this is to those who direct our naval affairs is too plain to n^ed 
prolonged exposition. 

- Reflections like the foregoing will occur to every one who reads an 
article called ‘ The Government and the Navy,’ in the November 
number of this Review, The authorj" Mr. A.,S. Hurd, assumes the 
position of defender of the present Government, and especially of 
‘ the naval advisers on the Board of Admiralty,’ who, he tells us, 
‘ have been roundly denounced for their weakness in giving way to 
those politicians who in the cause of economy are willing to risk even 
the essential supremacy of the British fleet.’ How greatly the officers 
in question must deplore Mr. Hurd’s unsolicited Championship will 
be made apparent by an examination of his method of defence. He 
begips with the expression of the perfectly unexceptionable sentiment 
that ‘ it should be the creed of the nation that the fleet must in no 
circumstan(?es be sacrificed to the exigencies of party.’ This has 
generally been taken for granted ; but it cannot be said that, in stating 
it, Mr. Hurd is needlessly repeating a platitude, because—as he 
intimates—attempts have been made very recently to use the Navy 
as the basis of a party attack on the present Government. This quite 
inexcusable proceeding is strongly reprobated by Mr. Hurd, and not a 
bit more strongly than is deserved. Had he confined liimself to doing 
this—an act that every good citizen should be ready to applaud, 
that needs for its execution only public spirit, and that does not call 
for the possession of technical or expert knowledge—he xould have 
rendered a real public service. 

This, howefei^ is, comparatively, but a small part of his self- 
assumed task. When he goes on to defend the particular officers 
whom he spontaneously takes under his protection he really does 
them a very ill turn, and, so far from warding off blows from them, 
deals them some very hard ones himself. They are likely to find his 
‘ precious balms ’ far from easy to bear. 

Hip principal point is that the recent'reduction of the building 
programme of last spring had precedents for it; that it was, in fact, a 
’mere copy of performances of the late Government. His manner of 
insisting on this point is remarkable. He tells us that 
1 

last year the late Government, after announcing in the spring on the 
authority of the Ajimiralty —[it will be seen directly why I italicise the 
words]—one prograi.imc as desirable, determined in the autumn not to build 
one of the armoured cruisers of the Invincible type. Once more nothing w'as 
said at the time to Parliament; the fact leaked out [sicj unofficially, and then 
was confessed publicly without shame. ^ 
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On an eaVlier page Mr. Hurd had told ua that 

tho naval advisers of the present Government are the same as those who serv^ed 
the late Cabinet with so much advantage to the Empire. In the face of this 
corifanuity in the personnel of the Board of Admiralty the nation may reasonabl,'* 
eVvpeot jcontinuity of policy, on which tho effic«enc;5^of a warlike weapon, the 
product of gradual patient development, must depend. 

• 

is extraordinary that Mr. Hutd,does not see that, so far from 
defending officers, who, for all we have been told, may greatly prefer 
to be without such a champio», he has, in fact, tried to make them out 
old offenders. Perhaps he thinks that, on the latest occasion of 
a reduction, mitigation might be pleaded, because Parliament was 
informed of the ehange in the programme before it ‘ leaked out un¬ 
officially.’ It is a curious defence of a public department to accuse 
it of permitting leakage and making confession ‘ without shame.’ 

When we come to his treatment of the latest reductioif of the 
building programme, it will be seen that Mr. Hurd’s mode of putting 
the case cannot be regarded as constituting an effective defences 
A general statement that, in battleship force, the British«Navy is very 
strong—stronger, in fact, than the navies of any two l^owers at this 
moment—would, in my opinion, have been quite permissible, because 
accurate. Tliis might have been followed up by the suggestion, that 
in view of our present superiority, it would be reasonable to pause as 
regards building new ships, in order to allow of a thorough investiga¬ 
tion of designs and the evolution of those best adapted to anticipated 
strategic and tactical conditions. This, however, is not his mode of 
proceeding. W'hat we are told is this ; ‘ The best available evidence 
as to relative strength of British and foreign fleets is furnished by the 
latest issue of the Taschenhuch der Kriegsflotten.’ It is unintelligible 
why wc should not be referred to British instead of to Gcrmiyi figures, 
more especially as another writer, who takes muph, the same line as 
he docs, tells us that the book chosen by Mr. Hurd as his authority 
exaggerates, for German Navy League propaganda purposes, the 
strength of the British fl^eet. Perhaps Mr. Hurd means to insinuate, 
—unkindly, it must be said—that the Taschenhuch der Kriegsflotten 
is regarded by the ‘ naval advisers on the Board of Admiralty ’ as more 
authoritative than the, figures of their own office. The. German 
‘ figures show that in all classes of armoured ships, in expenditure on 
new construction, and in 'personnel we are up to the two-power standard 
with a margin over.’ • 

The effect 6f this encouraging assertion is greatly diminished 
when we read that ‘we'have before us—appruxiraately in 1910 and 
onwards—a serious struggle for our naval supre^nacy, but we have a 
lead.’ There is but cold comfort in the last fii^ words. Nor is it 
very cheering to be informed in one place that ‘ the work of construc¬ 
tion in this country is carried ©n far more swiftly than in France, and 
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a good deal more swiftly than in Germany *; seeing th&t a page or 
two farther on we read ‘ that we build quicker than any other nation, 
though not much more rapidly than Germany; this latter point is 
^important because we are apt to over-estimate our superior sjyp- 
building facilities.’ A& a matter of fact, no less an authority than the 
Times correspondent in Berlin stated in a telegraphic despatch, not 
long ago, that the.only reason why naval construction in Germany— 
presumably as to single ships—^as slower than in England \^a8 a 
financial one ; that is to say, a reason that would disappear immedi¬ 
ately more rapid construction is looked upon as desirable. 

Where the defence which Mr. Hurd has taken upon himself to offer 
for the Admiralty will be especially repugnant to the members of the 
Board is where he conducts it* in such a manner as to make them 
appear ridiculous. It may, however, be shown that such ridicule as 
there is in the case attaches to the defence itself. One or two self- 
contradictory statements have been quoted already. .We are informed 
that ‘ all nations realise that the Dreadnought is the vessel which 
'embodies the lessons of the War in the Far East.’ It would be inte¬ 
resting to know where the writer got this from. It had been already 
acknowledged that the building of the Dreadnought was virtually begun 
before the battle of Tsushima ; and the least learned in such matters will 
be aware that the general features of her design must have been settled 
a considerable time before the first step in construction was taken. 
Mr. Hurd states repeatedly—once, in order to be specially impressive, 
in italics—that not a single battleship has been laid down in Europe 
since October last. ‘ Europe,’ it may be observed, both on the map 
and when he wrote in tlfis particular of refraining from building, 
includes England. This statement also is qualified by another that, 

‘ owing to the sensational features of the Dreddmught ’—the word 
‘ sensatiqnal ’ seems to import sarcasm— 

foreign designers of'sdr'ps determined to proceed warily, and at length decided 
to wait until the Dreadnought had undergone her trials before embarking on 
what, after all, will be as nearly faithful copies as can be contrived of a vessel 
which marks an entirely new departure in naval construction. 

Thus the attempts at shrouding the ship in impenetrable secrecy 
will be defeatfcd by foreign Admiralties. The wary procedure credited 
to the ktter, in accordance with which their Dreadtioughts will be 
later than ours, discounts largely the assertion that British men-of- 
war ‘ are always of more modern types than those under foreign flags.’ 

The late Prime Minister is called up as an ally in,the odd plan of 
defence under notice. He is quoted as having said that in every 
fighting ship not belonging to one of our sea-going fleets there is a 
nucleus crew whichi ‘ consists of everything required to manage a 
ship and fight a ship ’ except as regards the unskilled labour on board. 

* These nucleus crews take out their ship ’ and practise the guns. 
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Tlie treatment extended to this eminent ally closely resembles ingrati¬ 
tude. He had said that the ‘ ships—manned only by nucleus crews— 
are ready to fight at a moment’s notice ’; but Mr. Hurd will have it 
that» ‘ battle practice and other fleet exercise^ ’ are not at present* 
carried out by the Reserve divisions, of which Mr. Balfour was speak¬ 
ing in such laudatory terms. Ships that have not taken part in battle- 
practice and fleet exercises could n 9 t be expected* to make a very 
good fight of it at a moment’s notice. * • 

Mr. Hurd’s estimate of current naval policy, naturally enough 
from his point of view, is based on the contrast between the present 
and the bad old times of three or four years ago. ‘ In former years,’ 
he says, ‘ the Reserve ships which w«re specially mobilised for the 
manoeuvres proved for the most part a sorry collection of “ lame 
ducks.” ’ A less moderate champion of existing methods might have 
dwelled upon the incompetence of the earlier Board of Admiralty, 
under whose administration such things could happen. Mr. Hurd 
shows more self-restraint. He only says that ‘ during the manoeuvres _ 
of last year a very different result was achieved. The skips of the 
Reserve divisions proceeded to sea with full crews and proved 
eminently useful fighting vessels.’ It is to be regretted* that he has 
carried his self-restraint so far as not to teU us how many of the 
battleships of the Reserve divisions proceeded to sea at all for the 
latest manoeuvres, and what proportion did not get farther than 
the outer anchorage of the naval port at which they were mobilised, 
where, if there were any ‘ lame ducks,’ even so keen a critic as 
himself might have failed to discover the lameness. 

Perhaps the oddest thing in Mr. Hurd’s defence is his repeated 
assertion that the three Invivcihles are ‘ really swift Dreadnoughts.'* 
This is to make an armoured cruiser into a battleship by the simple 
process of changing her designation, which this critic mu*ht have 
borrowed from Through the Looking-glass. The d^»ject of it appears 
to be to swell our battleship force of the Dreadnought type to seven 
individuals in the year 1909, when the Germans will have only two— 
which, by the way, will be real ones if we may trust Mr. Hurd himself. 

Probably enough has been said to raise serious doubts of the 
value of the appreciations of Admiralty action to which so many 
publications have been ^ood enough to treat us of late. However 
much they may resent the adventures of their panegyrists, the officers 
defei\ded cannot be expected to force themisielves on the attention o^ 
the public by coming forward to disavow them. There is a good 
deal still to be said for the old English practice of defending administdi- 
tive measures openly in Parliament. Anonyn^ous defence in the 
columns of newspapers, or even signed defence elsewhere by irrespon¬ 
sible and unprofessional writers necessarily ignorant of the true meaning 
of important technicalities, is likely to give rise, amongst a good 
many people at any ra^, to suspicions that it is inspired. However 
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unfounded the suspicions may be, the very probability of their arising 
cannot be an 3 rthing but regrettable. A conviction may be expected 
to grow that the naval administration believes itself to stand in need 
of defence of the kind ; and^ this may have the effect of shaking rather 
than confirming its credit. 

The recently introduced practice of anticipating oflicial announce¬ 
ments—in Mr. Hurd’s phrase, publishing what has ‘ leaked out ’— 
with a display of laudatory journalistic fireworks thrown in, has a 
tendency to bewilder the public. It may be granted that large numbers 
believe an assertion simply because it appears in print; but even their 
faith cannot stand against repeated self-contradiction. If a measure 
and its opposite are alike made the subject of profusely favourable 
criticism in the Press, people will not know what to think. This will 
be repugnant to the feelings of administrators, who—with the freedom 
from self-seeking so long an established characteristic of our national 
service—desire to ofier to the appreciation of the country, not their 
^personality, but the good results of their work, and to be permitted to 
carry out in_^proper official seclusion, equally distinct from secrecy and 
advertisement, the important duties with the performance of which 
they are charged. In the end it may turn out that a demand, too 
general to be rejected, will be made for a searching inquiry as the 
only way of putting an end to the perplexity of the public mind. It is 
worthy of note that already two newspapers, so seriously conducted 
and so opposed with regard to point of view as the Times and the 
Westminster Gazette, have advocated inquiry. It is to this, it would 
seem, that indiscriminate amateur criticism intended to be favourable, 
when profusely circulated, is boimd to lead. 


Cyprian A. Bridge. 
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The Balkan question, though one day it may concern Albania and 
Epirus, is at present that of the three Macedonian vilayets of Salonika, 
Monastir, and Kossovo, and the vilayet of Adrianople, which by a 
similar use of classical names might be called Thracian. These four 
provinces stand in a different relation to the question from the rest 
of the Ottoman Empire, because the main part of the .three Mace • 
donian ones, with some part of that of Adrianople, was given’back 
to the direct government of the Sultan by the Treaty of Berlin in 1878, 
after being comprised by the Treaty of San Stefano in the auto¬ 
nomous tributary Principality of Bulgaria. That restoration is the 
title by which the Sultan now holds the region to which it relates. 
The stipulations to which his predecessor consented at Berlin in 
favour of his Christian subjects, so far as they affect the other parts 
of his empire, may be regarded as derogations made by treaty from 
his international right to govern them as their independent sovereign. 
But in the restored region his international title as sovereign was 
created by the restoration, and exists only as moulded by its terms. 
In the.t region not merely the right of the Powers to denjand the 
observance of stipulations made on behalf of th^ Christians, but 
the authority of the Sultan himself, is the creation of the Treaty of 
Berlin. The difference is one which it may not be easy to express 
in the technical language of international law—a language imposed 
by no authority, but which has grown out of examples that can never 
exhaust the possibilities of new types arising—but it is not the less 
real. The right which a State acquires from its neighbou- by con¬ 
tract is its own to deal with, but that which it reserves in order that 
its own creation may not become a mischievous one is also a duty, 
and will always rise up to rebuke the State'which allows it to remain 
imenforced in the presence of an evil of which it cannot repudiate 
the authorship. ’ ^ ^ 

It is Article XXIII of the Treaty of Berhn to'* the benefit of which, 
and of the foregoing considerations arising on it^ the territory then 
replaced under the direct rule of the Sultan is entitled. ‘ Similar 
laws,’ it says, to the Organic ’Law of 1868 for Crete, ‘ excepting as 
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890 


THE NINETEENTH CENTURY 


Dec.» 


regards the exemption from taxation granted to Crete, shall also 
be introduced into the other parts of Turkey in Europe for which no 
special organisation has been provided by the present treaty,’ It 
•goes on to provide that ‘ the details of the newdaws in each province ’ 
shall be settled by commissions, whose ‘labours shall be submitted 
for examination to the Sublime Porte, which, before promulgating 
the acts for puttirig them into force, shall consult the European Com¬ 
mission instituted for EasteAi Edumelia.’ This process was sub¬ 
stantially gone through so far as to result in a draft law approved, 
signed, and sealed by the European Commissioners for Eastern 
Roumelia on 11-23 August, 1880.' But the crowning virtue of enact¬ 
ment and application by the,Sultan’s government has never been 
granted to the draft, and the stipulation of Article’ XXIIl, that the 
laws for which it provides ‘ shall be introduced,’ consequently remains 
unfulfilled. So long as it shall continue to be unfulfilled, the Vienna 
and Murzsteg schemes of February and Octobel 1903, and the 
establishment of the Financial Commission at the commencement 
*of lUpG, can be accepted only as palliatives even for the Macedonian 
vilayets to which they apply. They have not replaced Article XXITT. 
If they do rfot effectually remedy the misgovernmeiit, the duty and 
accompanying right which result from what was done at Berlin, and 
the express stipulation which embodied them, are always there for the 
Powers to fall back on, and for the miserable inhabitants to quote 
against the Powers should they fail to do so. 

What has been said thus far is independent of the wisdom or 
justice of the policy which dictated the Treaty of Berlin. The merits 
of that policy will long remain one of the disputed questions of Ixistory, 
but it belongs to a stage in the dealings of the Christian Powers with 
the Ottoman Empire which is past, and which cannot properly be 
appreciated without placing oneself in a point of view which now 
is, or should be* obsolete. For a long time the West and North of 
Europe took only an ecclesiastical view of the matter, and, as the 
Greek Patriarchate then embraced all the Christiana of the Balkans, 
they saw in them only Greeks. Afterwards the interest shifted to 
ethnology as bearing on politics, and since the Greek kingdom had 
become free^ and the ethnology of the other Balkan coimtries was 
imperfectly imderstood, outsiders saw little • in the Christian popula¬ 
tion of the latter but Slavs with a. leaning towards Russia. Now 
tSie emancipation of Servia, Bulgaria, and Roumania has created 
new centres of atraction for the unemancipated jChristians, their 
o^n internal organisation has been modified by the creation of 
the Bulgarian Exarc^hate and the grant of separate civil rights to the 
Vlachs, and, in sp^te of Ottoman misgovernment, their educational 

and material progress is beginning to make their development possible 

« 

‘ The draft law is printed as the Parliami-ntary I’aper, Turkey, No. 16 (1880) 
C. 2701 I { 
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along their respective natural hues. At the same time we have been 
enlightened by the more thorough investigation of language and 
history, and we distinctly see them as they are—Bulgars, Serbs, 
Vladhs, Greeks, and Albanians, each witjji their own characteristics* 
and tendencies. The- controversies of the past may therefore well 
be buried, and all may agree in taking as their ^starting-point the 
situation made by the Treaty of Benlin, with the responsibility which 
it inevitably laid on its makers, whatever were their mo^jjtes aTid 
whatever was their wisdom. , 

But this is not all. • We must consider the position of the European 
Powers towards the Sultan with reference to his misgovemment 
of those of his Christian subjects wh(f were not placed afresh imder 
his direct rule by the Treaty of Berlin. This consideration involves 
geri(*ra1]y the principles of international law with regard to* States 
recognised as independent, and, especially, certain stipulations of 
that treaty. As to the latter, by Article LXl, ‘ the Sublime Porte 
undertakes to carry out without further delay the improvement^ 
and reforms demanded by local requirements in the provinces in¬ 
habit'd by Armenians, and to guarantee their security against the 
Circassians and Kurds. It will periodically make known the steps 
taken to this effect to the Powers, who will superintend their applica¬ 
tion.’ Although that Article does not apply to the Balkans, it is 
worthy of being quoted as illustrating the attitude which the Powers 
take up, and which the Sultan submits to their taking up, -with regard 
to Ottoman misgovemment. Then, by Article LXII, not only do the 
Powers take note of the ‘spontaneous declaration’ of the Subhme 
Porte ‘ to maintain the principle of religious liberty and give it the 
widest scope,’ but it*is stipulated that ‘in no part of the Ottoman 
Empire shall difference of religion ’ be a ground of incapacity for 
public employment, the exercise of any profession or the* giving 
of evidence, and that the outward exercise of all forms of worsiiip 
and the free working of ecclesiastical organisations shall be allowed. 
This and Article XXlll apply as stipulations to those Balkan localities 
of which it cannot be said that the Sultan’s direct government of 
them has the treaty as its legal origin. Next, what are the general 
principles of international law which, along with such *stipjjlations, 
control the situation ? 

It will not be disputed that the independence which any individual 
can enjoy, whether an individual man in a State or an individua'l 
St ate in the world., must be limited by the necessary protection of his 
fellows against injury or nuisance. Nor wiU it be disputed that the 
cases of nuisance caimot be exhaustively enum*erS,ted, or the measure 
on which their character of nuisance depends defi 4 ed, by any precise 
rules, national or international. Pules may provide adequately for 
other kinds of injury, but nniaince is an injury the appreciation of 
wliich is necessarily left^in a State to judges and juries, and in the 
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world of States, so long as it shall be constituted as at present, to 
general opinion, enlightened by what the wisest minds can supply 
after calm and impartial reflection. Now it cannot plausibly be 
denied that extreme misgqvemment in Turkey is a nuisance tcf the 
neighbouring European States. The Christian populations of Turkey 
are closely allied^by blood, language, and reUgion to those of the 
neighbouring States. The intercojurse between them, commercial, 
sohial, %pd intellectual, is intimate. The sufferings of the one, and 
every fresh outrage which forces tho^e sufferings into prominence, 
are re-echoed among the others. A state of unrest is produced far 
beyond the frontiers. The neighbouring governments, in order 
to prevent their subjects and the refugees among them from rushing 
to the assistance of their friends under Ottoman rule, must be per¬ 
petually on the alert, and arc driven to repressive measures, irksome 
to thek subjects and not called for by anything in their own condi¬ 
tion. And, in spite of all precautions, raids and frontier incidents 
..perpetually take place and threaten international peace. 

It is no ^answer to tliis to say that the inconvenience to which 
neighbouring governments are exposed is the fault of their own sub¬ 
jects, who ought to bear with composure the spectacle of a misgovern- 
ment which affects them not physically but only morally. Laws exist 
for men, with all their moral as well as their physical characters and 
Umitations, and must not attempt to impose burdens too great for 
human nature to endure. Keason and custom are the two great 
sources of international law. Reason does not carry the rights wliich 
belong to Turkey as an independent State to a point incompatible 
with the good order, material and moral, of neighbouring countries. 
And that custom does not do so is proved by- the interventions of 
which Turkey has been so often the object, that the permanent tute¬ 
lage of Europe over her has been maintained by statesmen of repute 
as a principle of European law. 

Nor is it an answer to say that much of the disorder in Macedonia 
consists of outrages committed by Bulgars, Greeks and Vlachs on 
one another, of which the Sultan himself has reason to complain, 
and which are the local expression of rivalries extending to the neigh¬ 
bouring^, States and sometimes arraying them in mutual conflicts. 
There is much truth in the facts thus alleged, but if the Sultan cannot 
keep order in his own dominions, or-il to keep order he has recourse 
not to civilised means of.repression but to massacre, he loses all claim 
to be regarded as a ruler to whom international law can apply. 

' Nor, again, is it an answer to say that .the evils arising from the 
Sultan’s misgovemment only affect the neighbouring States, and 
do not justify in^rvention by the remoter States of Europe, such 
as England. The fact just mentioned, that the discords between 
the Christian inhabitants of the Ottoman Empire are particular 
manifestations of discords extending to tUe neighbouring States, 
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points out that for their appeasement, and the establishment of 
order on a basis equitable to all, the influence and authority of the 
remoter Powers are especially desirable. There are probably some 
who^ denounce it as quixotic that England should interest herseli 
in the well-being of the Balkan Peninsula, even as a sharer in the 
European Concert. Pym, at the begimiing of the Long ParUament, 
in answer to someone who said, ‘God mend all!*’ said, ‘We must 
help Him to mend it.’ We will‘not spend many words in provmg 
that similar help is as necessary in the affairs of the world as^Ii those 
of a nation. They would be* wasted, for a man will be selfish or 
altruistic in both, as his nature is. We will rather observe that 
a nation which has so much at stake jas England has in all parts of 
the earth cannot ^fely hold aloof from the efforts of the other Powers 
to act in common. The European Concert aims at giving an equality of 
satisfaction to the mterests, or supposed interests, of all its members. 
It adds a standing council to the old machinery of the balance of 
power. If any Power vdthdrew from it, a stone, perhaps a key¬ 
stone, would be withdrawn from the fabric which it sustains, andT 
the whole might be dissolved in a conflict wliich in alf probatihty 
woidd involve the separatist Power as well as the rest. This is a 
matter of pohcy, but it is not the less justified by international law, 
which, hkc all law, can only exist hi a society possessing some degree 
of stability. Ho far, therefore, as the interests or supposed interests 
extend which threaten the stabihty of Europe, as they certainly 
do extend to the concerns of the Ottoman Empire and its Christian 
population, international law allows to all European Powers, even 
the most remote, the right of intervening for their arrangement. 
The duty which it imposes is not that of abstention, but that of acting 
only in conformity with justice and humanity. 

It has been said above that the point beyond which States are 
not bound to tolerate the nuisance caused to tbfm*by the internal 
condition of one of their number-must, in the present constitution 
of the world, depend on their own honest and best opinion. This 
results from the fact that international law, like all other law, is 
made by and for a society, and therefore can exist in its fulness only 
between units—men if we are speaking of national law, peoples if we 
are speaking of international law—which possess a common Standard 
of hfe and common ideas on which that standard is grounded. Turkey 
itself furnishes an illustration of the truth that where such a com* 
munion is wanting the same rules cannot prevail as where it is present. 
In their ideas of marriage and the family, and of what is requisite fpr 
the due administration of justice, the Ottomt^is differ so widely 
from the European standards that they have to tolerate a jurisdiction 
vested in foreign consuls, and some immixture foreigners even 
in the native jurisdiction, which •in a Christian country would be 
deemed derogatory to i|s independence. And the consequences of 
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the diiierenoe cannot be limited to those which have Jilready been 
drawn from it. When the oppression and outrage which characterise 
the government of Turkey, or are allowed by its weakness or partiality 
•to take place under it, reach a height incon^patible with the gidet 
which other States expetffc to enjoy among themselves, measures 
may be taken which would be derogatory to the independence of a 
State standing on the same social plane with its fellows. The old 
writers on ‘ the law of nature and 'nations ’ might base their system 
on the 'assumption that all rulers owing allegiance to no superior 
meet one another as equals in a statfc of nature. That assumption 
was not out of harmony with the facts of the world for which they 
sought to legislate, a world which did not include Turkey and really 
lived on one social plane. But, apphed in a wider world, it would 
lead to the absurd conclusion that the King of England might not 
put down and subjugate a cannibal chief. In the actual world of 
Europe it‘ will not warrant a condemnation of the stipulations of the 
Treaty of Berlin, even independently of the history which led up to 
'^them. Those stipulations, and a fortiori the Vienna and Miirzsteg 
schemes anH the Financial Commission, are justified by any sane 
view of international law, and must be taken to represent the minimum 
to obtain the enforcement of which the British Government is entitled 
to use its influence with the other Powers. 

J. Westlake. 
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It appears from ♦wo lengthy communications in The Times of the 
11th and 16th of October that Mr. Sidney Webb and the JFabian 
Society have been directing their attention to our declining birth-rate, 
and have come to the conclusion that, unless the profession of mother¬ 
hood is municipalised, there is great danger of ‘ national deterioration 
or as an alternative of this country falling to the Irish or the Jews 
—and ultimately possibly even to the Chinese—presumably on account 
of the superior fertility of these races. ‘ In order,’ says Mr. Webb, 
‘ that a due number of children may be born, and that they may be 
born rather of the self-controlled and foreseeing members of each class 
than of those who are reckless or improvident, we must alter the balance 
of considerations in favour of the child-producing family.’ And again, 
‘ We shall, indeed, have to face the problem of the systematic endow¬ 
ment of motherhood, and place this most indispensable of all pro¬ 
fessions upon an honourable economic basis.’ 

According to Mr. Webb, the majority of English married people 
have, since 1851, for some new undisclosed reason and in some 
mysterious manner, simultaneously resolved to limit—perh8,ps we 
should say more strictly limit—the number of J;heir children, and 
this, he holds, is conclusively proved by the statistics of the declining 
birth-rate. Curiously enough, as Mr. Webb points out, the birth 
statistics of all European nations, with the very significant exception 
of Russia, show similar results. In fact the figures of the Registrar 
General’s Report show that in fifteen European countries the birth¬ 
rate culminated about 1876, and has from that date everywhere, except 
in Russia, steadily declined. .On these facts and some reports of 
unusual character collected by the Fabian Society, Mr. Webb’g 
conclusions are based. * 

But it is not %o be believed that the peoples of civilised Europe 
have, with one accord and‘without ostensible cajis^, suddenly resolved 
to change their old use and wont on such an important and personal 
matter, and we must look for some other explanaticto of the decline of 
the birth-rate in England and throughout Continental Europe. 

The important question at iss^e, which Mr. Webb ignores, is not the 
birth-rate, but the rate at which the population is increasing, and that 
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depends as much on the deaths as on the births. If Mr. Webb and the 
Fabian Society had examined the statistics of deaths, as well as of 
Jjirths, in the Registrar-General’s Reports, they would have found, that 
while the birth-rate in iifteen European nations culminated about 1876 
and, with the exception of Russia, subsequently continuously declined, 
the death-rate began to fall off about the same time and has continued 
to do so almost as rapidly as ths birth-rate, with this result, that the net 
increasg'of population per 1,000 is now about as great as it formerly was. 
The prevalence of war and cholera among Continental nations interferes 
with close comparisons between their birth and death rates, but the 
English statistics in the following table clearly demonstrate the fact, 
that the ratio of growth of our population is now little less than it 
was when the birth-rate was at its maximum; and, if the death-rate 
of children under twelve months old had decreased in the same pro¬ 
portion as of those above that age, the rate of increase would have 
been even greater. 

England and Wales 
' Averages per Thousand of the Population 


— 



Miirriagw 

Kirtlis ' 

DfJlllin i 

1 

1 M(1uasu 

3 years, 1888-40 . 


• 

15-6 

31-3 

22-4 i 

8-9 

10 ‘ „ 1841-60 . 



16-1 

32-6 

22-4 i 

10-2 

10 „ 1851-60 . 



16'9 

34T 

22-2 

11-9 

10 „ 1861-70 . 



16-6 

35-2 

22-5 

12-7 

10 „ 1871 80 . 



16-2 

3.5-4 

21-4 

14-0 

10 „ 1881-90 . 



14-9 

H2-4 

19 1 

13-3 

10 „ 1891-1900 



15-7 

29-9 • 

18-2 

11-7 

5 „ 1901-1905 

• 

• 

15-6 

28-1 

16-0 

12-1 


During the laso fifty years it will be admitted there has been a 
great improvement in the condition of the masses of the people, and 
we can at once see how that should favourably affect the death-rate ; 
but why should a decreasing death-rate or the improved condition of 
the people cause the birth-rate to decrease ? 

It may be natural to assume, as Mr. Webb and others before him 
hav# done, that improved conditions of life* would tend to increase the 
birth-rate, but that is not Nature^s way, for instead of tending to 
increase the birth-rate, increased well-being has the opposite effect. 
With improved conditions of life the fertility of plants and animals 
^including man) declines, and increases when they are exposed to 
such imfavourable conditions as would threaten the extinction of the 
species.’ In other words, fertility increases as the intensity of the 
struggle for existence increases, ^and declines with its decline. The 

' This law was first promulgated by ^ubleday in 1841, and rejected by Mill. 
See Prindples of Political Economy, ch. x. 







THE BACE SUICIDE SCABE 


897 


1906 

last efforts of life are devoted rather to the maintenance of species 
than to the preservation of the individual. 

Mr. Webb’s own figures show that the birth-rate is much 
higher in the poorest districts than among the well-to-do, and he 
laments that under present conditions our population is replenished 
chiefly by the offspring of degenerates. But, statistics apart, this law 
of fertility is fully established by common observg,tion and practice. 
An exposed tree growing on infertile'sojl is covered with seed, whereas 
a thriving tree growing on a fertile soil and in a sheltered-JocaRty 
bears very little. The gardener induces the thriving fruit tree to 
produce fruit instead of wood by cutting back its roots, and so 
diminishing its supply of food ; on the other hand, many of his finest 
flowers protected irom any struggle for existence are seedless. The 
breeder who, to improve his stock, must keep them in great comfort 
on abundance of food, finds his greatest difficulty in their tendency to 
sterility. , . • 

Seeing then that this law of fertihty governs not only the animal 
but also the vegetable kingdom, may we not safely conclude that 
human volition has little to do with the birth-rate, and alsoJiold tlftit the 
birth-rate of a nation is inversely 'proportional to the well-being of its 
people ? 

Malthus, J. S. Mill, and Huxley arrived at erroneous conclusions on 
the growth of population, because they were ignorant of or rejected this 
law of fertility, and also because they did not recognise the essential 
difference between man and all other animals in this respect, that 
man alone does anything to increase his food—all other animals, at 
best, only store what Nature provides for them. 

By the light of Nature’s law of fertility, it is clearly manifest that 
the decline of the birth-rate is due to the improved condition of the 
masses, and the exception of Kussia proves the general rule. The 
growth of the well-being of the humbler classes in England began with 
the abolition of the Corn Laws and the adoption of Free Trade, but 
the improvement did not begin to affect the birth-rate luitil a new 
generation arrived at child-bearing age. On the Continent of Europe, 
it may be suggested that the improvement in the conditions of life 
of the people began after the revolutions of 1848, and thus the dates 
of the decline of the birth-rate on the Continent and iiv England 
coincide. Let us hope that Russia, the exception, will soon follow 
the example of all other European nations, and thereby jjrovide 
conclusive evidence of the growing welfare 'of her people. 

Mr. Webb attributes the slight increase of the birth-rate in Ireland 
to the influence of the Edinan Catholic religion ; but the birth-rate*lias 
declined in Italy and Spain, Roman Catholic cemntries, and is lowest 
in France, where the exceptional paucity of children is probably 
largely an effect of the Code, Napoleon’s restriction of paternal 
rights in the testamentary disposal of property. It may be doubtful 
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whether Ireland is an exception to the general law, that when the 
existence of a species is threatened fertility increases, for although the 
condition of the people in Ireland has of recent years improved, the 
persistent decline of its population indicates imfavourable conditions 
of life. * • 

These conclusions, based on the true meaning of vital statistics, 
teach us to regard with great suspicion the doctrines of those who 
condemn Nature’s social arr^^ements and seek to teach us how 
they lit.iy be improved. A century ago, Malthus, the doctrinaire 
on population of his day, inveighed against the excessive birth-rate 
that was, as he alleged, the cause of the great misery and want then 
prevalent, and could not be obviated by any agrarian or other 
legislative reforms. Now the doctrinaires of to-day complain that 
the birth-rate is too low, and recommend us to take the business 
of reproduction out of Nature’s hand and stimulate, or at least 
encourage^ a more rapid growth of the population. Have they 
considered what the outcome would now be, had the birth-rate of 
^5 per 1,000 in 1875 been maintained, with the death-rate reduced 
to 15* and the net increase of population 20 instead of 13 per 1,000 ? 

The follo.wing table shows that the growth of population is not 
determined exclusively by the births, and also that the value of the 
births, in adding to the population, is highest in England : 


Average per 1,000 Population 


Year 


Dlrths 


Jnori'jiM* of 
Population 


Inorcn-cof , 
ropulatuni per i 
1,000 Uirtljs I 


I Bussia 

I 

I Prussia . 

< 

' England . 


f 1879 
\ 1899 
; iH7r> 
1^ 1908 
/ 1876 
\ 1903 


60-0 

490 

40-7 

31-5 

364 

‘28-4 


16‘2 
• 18-0 
14-1 
14-7 
12-7 
18-0 


804 

807 

346 

426 

359 

458 


Russia, with the highest birth-rate in Europe, has also the largest 
rate of increase of population. This rapid growth of population 
necessarily ^gravates the troubles of her unhealthy social state, and 
may be an enort of Nature to hasten reform in that unhappy country. 
Prussia’s birth-rate has decreased from 40 7 in 1875 to 34 5 in 1903, 
and yet the addition to the population in 1903 was '6 per 1,000 greater 
than in 1875, when the birth-rate was 6*2 per 1,000 higher. In 
England the birth-rate fell 7 per 1,000 between 1875*'and 1903, but the 
acfdition to the popiilation was greater in *1903 than in 1875 by "3 
per 1,000. ' 

Let us leave Nature and the natural instincts of the English 
people to regulate the birth-rate, and let us take better care of the babies 
vouchsafed to us. The mortality am^g infants is the great blot in 
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OUT vital statistics, and Mr. Webb deserves our best tbanks for inviting 
public attention to the necessity of doing much more than heretofore, 
to help them to live and to grow up, strong and healthy members of 
society. • , • 

The far-reaching effects of Nature’s faw of fertility bear closely 
on aspirations and opinions now prevalent. From the superior 
fertility of the poorer classes, it jEolfows that population is renewed 
from below and not from above. Families of the higher jclasses 
disappear by infertiUty or degeneration, and are replaced*"from the 
lower classes, who th«n inherit the advantages of their predecessors. 
Nature thus, without injustice or partiality, gives in turn to individuals 
of every class a ff^r opportunity of securing her favours. Natural law 
is the true Socialist, the great leveller of all classes, and distributes 
systematically, what are considered the advantages of this world. 

Mr. Webb, contrary, it woiild seem, to his Socialistic j)rinciples, 
regrets the superior fertility of the poorer cla.sses, which, as we have 
seen, gives them an upward lift in the social scale, because he anti¬ 
cipates national deterioration must be the result. But let him be 
comforted; Nature’s laws do not vary,and the society of the present 
day is the outcome of the law of fertility he deprecates. 

If we regard the results of the law of fertility in another aspect, it 
may be assumed that the higher ranks of society have gained their 
ascendency by po.sse8sing some natural advantage over their fellows ; 
but if they in their turn disappear and are replaced by the lower 
classes, usually considered more or less degenerate, what comes of 
the Darwinian theory, that man was evolved by the accumulation 
of beneficial differences ? 


•Tames W. Barclay. 
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in INDIA—a study at ALIGARH 


The time may come when Europeans will be called upon to cease 
disputing among themselves fol the ovcrlordship of^Asia, and turn to 
consider whether the Asiatic, educated, armed, and taught by example 
the strength of national patriotism, will not take steps to rid himself 
of all European overlords, to whatsoever alien race they may belong. 
Those who have studied Oriental thought and who know how com- 
,paratively recent is the impassable breach (if, indeed, ii- be even now 
quit^ impassable) between East and West, have realised that if there 
be still much that Europe can teach Asia, there is also much that she 
could with profit learn from Asia. These scholars and thinkers—their 
number grows steadily year by year—will not regret a future turn of 
the tide, viewing it with the impartial gaze of the historian and the 
philosopher; but it is the part of the statesman to watch the swirls 
and eddies of the present, to steer through immediate difTiculties rather 
than to attempt to estimate where the next flood may touch or what 
the next ebb may uncover. From this narrower stanfl point we may 
take it for granted (pace Mr. Gokkale and his like) that politically 
the Oriental is not ready to supplant the Eurf)pean in the su]weme 
administration of those countries to which we have given, by Western 
methods, peace, justice, and a material prosperity greater than any 
they have enjoyed' before. I would speak, however, not for the 
European in general, but for my own race in particular, which has had 
a larger share than all others in the government of Asia. We have 
good reason, as I believe, to be content with the results of our labours 
taken as a whole ; we have some reason for doubting the desirability 
of pursuing in every particular our former course, which has in 
certaiif directions, at any rate in India, led to results that are not 
reassuring. All the more, therefore, is there cause for taking into 
account and fostering every element that may be of use in the task 
that lies before us. *> 

Now, there is one element in India, and that not an unimportant 
one, which is universally admitted to be on the side of English 
rule—the MoharaRicdan population. The loyalty of Islam has 
not wavered in spite of a tendenpyo resulting in our minds from 
the indifference born of security, to Regard it with rather less than 
special favour; in spite, moreover, of a growing anti-foreign spirit 
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which has manifested itself in other parts of the Mohammedan 
world. Pan-Islaraism has not been without its political agents, its 
missionaries, and its revolutionary pamphlets in India; but though it is 
now'more than twenty years since they first piade their appearance 
there, they do not seem to have stirred t'he imagination, or even to 
have gained the ear of any appreciable *number of the inhabitants. 
Most noticeable was it that during the recent dispu^.e with the Sultan 
over the Sinaitic boundary, when war or’peace with the Khalif o^Iskm 
hung in an even balance, there was no inflammatory preaching in 
Indian mosques nor any evidence of a divided allegiance. The causes 
of this phenomenon may possibly be far to seek. No doubt the faith 
is different in Incjia from what it is among the Arabs or the Turks. 
Whether it be that there, as in Persia, Mohammedanism was not a 
natural outcome of national thought, but a religion imposed by con¬ 
querors, or whether the speculative tendencies of the metaphysical 
Hindu mind have worked upon and modified its prejudices, it is 
evident that the strictness of the law is loosened and the possibilities 
of development thereby increased. Islam in India may be comparecT 
with Roman Catholicism in England. While the true believers are 
perfectly willing to recognise the somewhat academic authority of the 
Khalif in matters spiritual, just as English Roman Catholics have 
always been ready to admit that a like authority is vested in the 
Papal Ree, neither community could allow the right of political inter¬ 
ference to pass unquestioned—in the case of India it is scarcely correct 
to say that it has ever been urged, though it cannot be denied that 
the Sultan of Turkey might be sufficiently unwise to insist on certain 
hitherto more or less shadowy claims on temporal obedience which in 
times of stress would cause a considerable amount of heart-burning 
in the breasts of the faithful, just as similar demands from Rome 
vexed the spirits of the loyal subjects of Queen Elizabeth. 'If this 
contingency were to arise, the issue would deptfnd ‘partly on what 
response the Covernment of India had previously made to such 
expressions of Mohammedan opinion as that which was recently 
offered to Tiord Minto. and partly on the innate force of the feeling of 
loyalty which our rule has inspired—a feeling due to the conviction 
that Islam fares belter at the hands of the English than'it would at 
the hands of, let us say, the Poona Brahmins. TBe Viceroy has 
given grounds for believing that-the Government is anxious to do its 
part, in cultivating the good will of Mohamrpedans ; how pronouncefl 
is that good will aan be realised best by specific examples, of which one 
of the most salient is the rise and growth of the Mahommedan Anglo- 
Oriental College at Aligarh. ‘ ' 

I am tempted to doubt whether such an institution could have been 
established in any other Mohanyiredan country thtJn India, where its 
success has been helped forwarJ l)y the peculiar conditions which I 
have briefly indicated. *The strength and the deep significance of 
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the college at Aligarh lie in the fact that its conception and its execution 
are due entirely to native enterprise : it would be truer to say that they 
are due to the vigour and enthusiasm of a man who deserves to rank 
'among the master mivds of his faith. The reformers of Islam have 
hitherto been little influenced by the West; they have arisen in coun¬ 
tries remote from the touch of European civilisation. Such men as 
the Mahdi and the Senoussi in th(} Soudan, or ’Abdu’l Wahhab in 
the deserts of Central Arabia, have been concerned only with the 
internal aspects of their creed. They |;iave inculcated a return to the 
primitive fervour of the early Khalifs, to the primitive purity of the 
faith before it had been overlaid by the accretions of time or dis¬ 
figured by customs alien to itj borrowed from the, alien civilisations 
which it subdued. These men narrowed rather than widened the 
foundations. But Sir Sayyid Ahmed, the founder of the Mohammedan 
College. at{ Aligarh, was of another temper, and he lived in close rela¬ 
tionship with modern thought as introduced into India by the English. 
,IIis story is as instructive as his example is admirable. 

Suyyid .^bmcd Khan was one of the few who before the year 18.57 
had made up his mind that the future of India lay with the Englisli 
and not with the decrepit Mogul Empire. The Mohammedan com¬ 
munity, ignorant and backward, held his views in abhorrence, and 
when he learnt the English language—a study which was considered 
contrary to the true observance of Islam—he was declared a Kaffir, 
an infidel. His friends and relatives were forbidden to have inter¬ 
course with him, and for some years he lived an outcast from every 
society around him. But even in those days the decree of the Mollahs 
was felt to be unduly severe, and finally a woman, a cousin of the 
Sayyid, defied it and invited him to visit her. While they were sitting 
at meat, she put her hand into the dish of the proscribed man and 
ate of the food that he had touched. Her boldness turned the scales, 
and Sayyid Ahmed'was received back into the bosom of the faith in 
spite of his dangerous opinions. He directed all his energies to the 
problem on the solution of which he believed that the future happiness 
of his country depended; he set himself to promote a better under¬ 
standing between his co-religionists and the foreign conqueror. Then 
came thg Mutiny, and with it, so he feared, the deathblow to his 
hopes.* He could not battle against the bitterness that it left behind ; 
the race antagonism was too strong for him, and in despair he resolved 
to abandon his work anebto leave India for ever. He had ability, he 
had a competency, he would betake himself to a ojuntry where an 
inSuperable race barrier would no longer stand in his way. But more 
generous counsels prevailed. He reflected that his poorer countrymen 
would be unable ^to escape from the miseries that followed upon 
the Mutiny, and he resolved to stay mnd help them to find the true 
remedy, as he conceived it, for their ms. At that time—nor I believe 
have the conditions changed materially to-oay—^the Mohammedans 
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availed themselves less than any other community in India of the 
educational advantages which the English Government held out to the 
country. ‘ The social conditions of our community,’ said Sir Sayyid 
Ahmed, ‘ the traditions of the past, to which time has lent a charm no 
less vague than prejudicial, the religious-feelings inculcated in our 
earliest infancy, have been, and still are, obstacles to a thorough 
appreciation of English education.’ ^ There was a profound indif¬ 
ference to all education, and even now comparatively rich men are 
content to give their sons a meagre training under an ignoiiaDi holy 
man. Sayyid Ahmed tried to»combat this lethargy. He wished his 
fellow-believers to share in the brilliant future which he foresaw for 
India under English rule, and to this end it was essential that they 
should not close their doors to Western science and Western thought. 
The reconciliation of East and West to their mutual advantage, this 
was his policy; and how far-sighted a policy it was, future genera¬ 
tions will be ablc.to judge better than we. After ten years of struggle 
he succeeded in 1870 in forming a committee to inquire into the 
causes that kept Mohammedans from the State schools and to find v* 
way of directing their favourable attention to seculas education. 
Prizes were offered for essays on education, with the result that thirty- 
two such essays were sent in. The committee weighed the suggestions 
contained in them, and came to the conclusion that they pointed 
to the necessity of founding a college to meet the needs of the Moham¬ 
medans. The following year a Mohammedan Anglo-Oriental College 
Fund Committee was formed to collect subscriptions, and in 1875 the 
work of education was begun with the opening of a school at AHgarh. 
Two years later. Lord Lytton laid the foundation-stone of the college. 
The English Government has taken a warm and a practical interest 
in Sir Sayyid Ahmed’s efforts, and a long roll of distinguished Anglo- 
Indian names is cited among the benefactors of the college, but the 
main part of the funds has been raised from the Indig,ns themselves. 
Chief among the pious donors is. the Nizam of Hyderabad, whose 
enlightened Prime Minister, Sir Salar Jung, was one of the first to 
recognise the importance of the movement. Nor did money come only 
from Mohammedan sources, for Sir Sayyid Ahmed had drawn out 
his scheme upon so liberal a principle that he was able to appeal to the 
Hindu population also. Between 1875 and 1877 the number of the 
pupils rose from 11 to 270, and the income of the college from Rs. 5,500 
to Rs. 44,000. 

The objects of the foundation—1 can do*no better than quote Sir 
Sayyid Ahmed—%ere ‘ to reconcile Oriental learning with Western 
literature and science, to make the Musulmans^ of India worthy and 
useful subjects of the British Crown, to inspire in them that loyalty 
which springs not from servile submission to foreign rule, but from 
genuine appreciation of the bletbings of good government.’ * There 
* Address to Lord Lyttor^ 1877. i * Address to Lord Lytton, 1877. 
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is a generous ring about these words which places the author of them 
in the forefront of liberal thought. He lays equal stress upon the 
religious training of the students. ‘ We have made provision,’ he says, 
. ‘ for those necessities of Mohammedan education which are not fully 
provided for by any other college. We have made religious insl^ruc- 
tion both for Shiahs and Sunnis an integral part of our education, 
and we have thus an excellent means of improving the morals of our 
students. We prefer to lay stress on the principles of morality rather 
than 'on'^the details of ritual.’ ® His ideal was to train good citizens, 
no less physically than mentally : ‘ along with intellectual and moral 
training, manly sports are encouraged,’ and he dwells frequently 
upon the importance of the latter. To this end he modelled his 
institution upon the great English public schools': it may be ques¬ 
tioned, whether a better model could be found, given that the students 
can be persuaded that the acquisition of learning, though not the sole 
end of mkn, is an important item in liis early training. The success 
that crowned his work was earned over and over again by a life-time 
"of wise endeavour. His freedom from narrow sectarianism cannot be 

4 

exemplified'^better than by the fact that he preferred to use the sums 
at his disposal—never sufficient for his need—in enlarging the college 
buildings rather than in completing the mosque, ‘ for,’ said he, ‘ what¬ 
ever else my countrymen may leave unfinished, they will certainly 
finish the mosque.’ At his death in 1898 the college passed through 
a time of stress. A debt of about a lakh of rupees hung over it, and 
in the internal management the guidance of the directing hand was 
sorely missed. These difficulties were overcome partly by the muni¬ 
ficence of those who honoured his memory and partly by the generosity 
and devotion of the Principal, the late Mr. Theodore Beck. The Nawab 
Mohsin ul Mulk, a former Minister of the Nizam, stepped into Sir 
Sayyi^ Ahmed’s place as secretary of the committee, a position which 
he adorns with*an g.dmirable fidelity to the precepts of his predecessor. 

The pinch of limited means has not yet ceased. It is scarcely 
to be expected that a community which has long been indifferent 
and even hostile to progress should be aroused at once by the voice 
of the reformer. But the leaders of the movement are fully conscious 
that support must come mainly from their own people. Their motto, 
as tl^e Nawab Mohsin ul Mulk was careful .to state in conversing with 
me, IS ‘ self-help ’—^the English phrase sounded no less strangely to 
.my ears in the midst of his liquid Persian periods than did the senti¬ 
ment on the lips of an Oriental. The college buildings bear evidence 
qf lack of means. The lodgings of the boys, built'round large quad¬ 
rangles, fall short lot the ideal in details "of sanitation. One of the 
courts was erected as a temporary house to accommodate the increased 
number of students who apply for admittance now that the fame 
of Aligarh has spread, but the moCiey to rebuild it has never been 
* Address to Sir Auckland Colvin, 1888. i * Atldreas to Lord Bipon, 1884. 
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forthcoming. Yet more rooms are needed: every year applicants 
are turned away for lack of accommodation. It must be remembered 
that the influx of students does not improve the financial position of 
the bollege, for the fees, though they are^ considered heavy in India 
(we in England should be astonished at the insignificance of the amount), 
are not sufficient to cover the expensed of each boy’s education. 
Money is needed for scholarships, -money to engage more English 
teachers, to separate the school from tlie college and set it__^up»a&*an 
independent establishment elsewhere, and above all to carry out the 
cherished project of raising Aligarh to the position of a university, 
conferring its own degrees independently of Allahabad or Calcutta. 
When this is done there is no reason'why it should not become, as 
Sir Saypd Ahmed’s courageous fancy pictured it when he started the 
little school of eleven pupils, a great seat of Mohammedan learning, 
an unquenchable source from which shall spring a regenera,ted-Islam, 
true to its own principles and not incapable of throwing aside obsolete 
traditions. ,, 

This is not the place, nor am I the person qualifiod, to give a 
detailed account of the working of the college or of the difficulties 
which the governors have to encounter. 1 can only point to the 
spirit which actuates them. It is the spirit of the founder, wise and 
moderate ; it holds fast to the guiding rules of his conception, and 
particularly to that co-operation between Englishmen and Indians 
which was the keystone of his arch. Under Mr. Morison,'' the successor 
of Mr. Beck, the sympathy between the various elements of the govern¬ 
ing body did not diminish; indeed, it is to be noted that the college has 
been singularly fortunate in securing the devotion of those upon 
its staff. The outside observer cannot fail to be struck by the uni(ui 
at Aligarh of the New India and the Old. I had the pleasure of 
conversing with three of the native masters, who ^oke English as 
well as I did. Their family history was curiously indicative of the 
race history of their country. One was a Shiah and came of a Persian 
stock. His ancestors had entered Jndia with the first of the Moham¬ 
medan conquerors, seeking refuge from the persecution of the Abbaside 
Khalifa of Baghdad. They had settled down at Dig, in Bhuratpui, 
where they held lands. The other two were Sunnis ; theij forbears 
also had come from the north with the Mohammedan invaders, but at 
a later date, and they had settled on the border, in the wild frontier 
country. I asked them whether it made any difference to their 
intercourse that*they should belong to one of the great sects of Islam 
or to the other. One of*the Sunnis replied that so little did it affect, 
them that he had not known the creed of his Shiah colleague until 
long after their friendship had been established, ^he greatest breach 
in Islam is closing at Aligarh. 1 , 

It is to be hoped th^it somqf college annals will be kept other than 
* Mr. Morison was succeeded in 1905 by Mr. W. A. J. Archbold. 
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mere business records, for the breath of India is romance and Aligarh 
is a very storehouse of strange and beautiful tales. The boys come 
^ora every quarter, even from Mohammedan^countries as distant as 
the Malay States and Somaliland. Looking through a volume of 
speeches, I found one in which Sir Sayyid Ahmed congratulated the 
college on drawing its scholars from so far afield. ‘ We now have the 
pleasure,’ he said, ‘ of counting inrong our pupils Sardar Muhammad 
Yusuf Khan, one of the most important of the ruling chiefs in 
Baluchistan.’ “ This boy’s story should be preserved in the archives 
lest in future centuries, when war shall have'left the frontier, men 
should doubt whether such tales could be. He was the son of the 
Jam of Las Bela, who was blood enemy to his great rival in Baluchistan, 
the Khan of Kelat, according to the customs of the frontier for the 
last 2,000 years and more. When the boy was about fourteen his 
father* was persuaded to send him to Aligarh, both that he might 
learn wisdom and that he might serve as a pledge in the hands of the 
•indiiin Government for the Jam’s good behaviour. He was a charming, 
manfy boy r ‘ the most beautiful human being I ever saw,’ said Mr. 
Morison. He took kindly to the college life, excelled in games, and 
won the heart of all who came near him. When he had been two 
years at Aligarh the cup of his father’s iniquities was full; the Indiaii 
Government deposed him and set up his son in his place. So the boy 
went back to his own country, back from tlie ordered life of the 
nineteenth century to the mediaeval turbulence of the borders of 
India. He was accompanied by the faithful attendant he had brought 
with him, a member of his father’s divan. But when he reached 
Las Bela, he found that nothing was further from the Jam’s thoughts 
than to submit to the decree of the Government; he was engaged in 
prepar^g another expedition against Kelat, and he insisted that his son 
should go out with^him. The boy had seen something of India, and 
he tried to persuade his father that it was useless to resist the English; 
but the old Jam had never left Baluchistan, and he paid no heed 
to his son’s warnings. The boj* held out for six months and then 
gave way, and the two set out together against Kelat. Now, the 
Jam had a brother who desired nothing more than that both the father 
and the*son should fall in battle, so that Las Bela might revert to 
him. lie gathered an army and pursued the pair, promising the 
Indian Government that the boy, at least, he would bring back alive. 
He chased them into thb hills and forced them to take refuge in a 
cj^vc. But when their water and provisions were near done, the 
Jam resolved to die fighting, and he led the charge at the head of what 
followers remained to him. They were all shot down by his brother’s 
men; the Jam hvriself was killed, but the story goes that the boy 
was only wounded, and that his uijcli; searched for him on the battle¬ 
field and gave him his quietus. The <id follower who had accompanied 
‘ Address to Mr. Justice Straight, 1891. 
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the boy to Aligarh refused to submit to his master’s murderer; he 
came back to the college and took service with the Principal. He 
was at Delhi during the Durbar fortnight and attended the Friday 
prayers at the Jumma Musjid, at which all the Mohammedan chiefs 
were'present. There he saw the family foe, the Khan of Kelat, and 
the treacherous brother of the old Jam. ‘ I salaamed,’ he said, ‘ to 
the Khan of Kelat, but I would give no* salaam tp the Jam of Las 
Bela.’ The boy Yusuf had beerv eng^ed to a beautiful girl, and 
after his death she put on widow’s weeds, and every year ^e ma^es 
lamentation over his grave. This pitiful love-story has touched the 
imagination of the wild tribesmen of Baluchistan, and already it has 
been strung into rhymes that bid fair to take rank as folk-songs, in 
which the name of Yusuf of Las Bela'is coupled with that of Yusuf, 
the famous lover of Zuleikha. Such tales as this might fill the romantic 
annals of Aligarh, and to the student of history every detail of ^hem is 
suggestive. , - * 

It was late in the afternoon when we were taken over the college. 
Though the rose-bushes in the Principal’s garden were in full bloonv 
the air was sharp with the touch of evening cold that makes winter 
i:i northern India the most delicious of seasons. We .were shown 
halls and class-rooms, the reading-room of the club, the rooms in 
which the boys lived, adorned, muialis mutandis, not unlike those of 
an Eton house. At length we came to the kitchen where the 
chupatties were baking for the evening meal. Now, the head of 
the kitchen is no less than a descendant of the Moguls—how, indeed, 
should it be otherwise at Aligarh, where the new age catches hands 
with the old, so little removed from it in years, so widely in sentiment 1 
He is a grandson of Bahadur Shah, the last of the Emperors of Delhi. 
At the time of the Miltiny he was a child, but he remembers how his 
mother appealed to the old Emperor for protection when Delhi fell, and 
how the Emperor answered that he could protect nrv one—not even 
himself. So they fled, the mother and child, to Humayun’s Tomb, 
and tlicnce into the neighbouring villages, where they lived by 
pawning her jewels. When he grew to be a man he attempted to 
recover some of his father’s property; but this was impossible, for 
the time had elapsed during wliich compensation might be claimed. 
He draws a pittance of five rupees a month from the lndian*Govcrn- 
ment—that is all that remains to him of the empire of his forefathers. 
While wc talked of him, he entered, a tall and dignified old man. 

I saluted him in halting Persian, and said that I had heard his history. 
He bowed his heSd and answered gravely : ‘ It is true that 1 am the 
son of kings.’ And so wb left him among hig pooking-pots, a waif 
of the stormy past cast up on to the tranquil beaches of Aligarh. 

Sunset found us in the playing-fields—I revert unconsciously 
to the terminology of Eton—whye. we were introduced to the captain 
of the Eleven. At that^omenZ there came round the corner of the 
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mosque the Maulvi, a man full of years, long-robed, and wrapped 
moreover in the saorosanctity of a fourfold pilgrimage to Mecca. 
He, I understood, had been a difficult element in the college. He 
,was a Mohammedan of the old school, little attuned to the note Sir 
Sayyid Ahmed had sounded. He had lived four years in the'Holy 
City and talked beautiful colloquial Arabic, an accomplishment rare 
in India, where the knowledge of Arabic is generally of a purely 
religious character. It was the'’hour of sunset prayer, and we had 
only time to exchange a few hurried compliments as we walked round 
to the front of the mosque—the mosque which, as Sir Sayyid Ahmed 
predicted, has not failed of completion. Shiah and Sunni pray there 
side by side, though under different domes, and the body of the founder 
lies buried there, watching over the work of reconciliation and re¬ 
generation which his life began. The old Maulvi stepped into his 
place by the mehrab, the boys came trooping in from the cricket 
field, performing the prescribed ablutions at the tank before the 
mosque, and throwing off their indiarubber-soled cricket shoes upon 
■fhe steps as they entered. Behind the domes lay the last red of 
sunset, within the darkening mosque the supplicants rose and fell in 
the customary prostrations, and over the quiet college courts there 
rested the spirit of Sayyid Ahmed’s teaching, pious reverence for the 
past, great promise for the future, and the peace that comes of 
understanding. 


Gertrude Lowthian Bell. 
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THE ESCAPE OF THE DUCHESSE 
D'ANGOULEME DURING ^ THE HUNDRED 

DAYS' 

FROAf THE DIARY OF THE LATE SAMUEL BEAZLEY 


'{The. foUowiiuj cdiracfn arc from the diary of my late father relatiny to his 
stay ill EordeaiiJ', April 1815, Z'lring ‘ the hundred days.’ —Emily A. Tkibe.J 

Monday, 2nd ^ipul flSlSJ. 

My Dearest Mother, —I write but for a moment, but I know it is to 
give you pleasure. 1 am escaped from France—1 am on the sea to 
Spain and send this into the despatch ship. 

I am in the Wanderer with the unfortunate but estimable Duchesse 
d’Angoulrrae—a Ship of War, so that there is no danger, and you, 
my dear Mother and Sister, may rest easy. From Bilbao if the D. d’A. 
docs not come speedily to England I shall find some method. From 
thence I will write a full account of my coming off, which will be not a 
little interesting 

God bless you, God bless you all. 

Same. Beazt,^ey. 

Bonaparte’s Return. “ 

The first rumour of this most extraordinary occurrence met my 
ear at some of the small villages in i#he south as early as the 4th of 
March. I found faint reports of his having quitted Elba at almost 
every place at which I stopped in my way to Bordeaux, but treated 
them as the cliimerical invention of some'of the many who still chose 
to prefer him to the new Government. 

The official intelligence of his having landed at Cannes, near the 
very spot where he finished his memorable flight from Egypt, did not 
arrive at Bordeaux until the night of the 9th although he arrived in 
France on the Ist. This intelligence was brought hj three successive 
couriers from Paris, while the Duke and Duchess d’Angouleme were 
at the ball given to them by the merchants. The m >ment he quitted 
the ball-room, the Duke entered lis' travelling carriage and departed 
for Nismes. The next marning the news was publicly known. The 
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prefects who had assembled at Bordeaux to pay their respects to their 
lioyal Highnesses were ordered to depart instantly for their prefectures. 
Proclamations were immediately issued by all the authorities exhorting 
' the people to loyalty. Some individuals, calculating perhaps, upon 
their knowledge of the French character, already began to fear the 
resxilt, but the generality certainly looked upon it only as the 
forlorn hope of a man in dpsgair, and had no doubt but that a 
few_ days would bring the intelligence of Bonaparte’s capture, or of 
his death. 

During several days no certh n intelligence was received. We had 
heard of his being afraid of entering Grasse, that he had passed Grenoble 
leaving it on the left, and th?t he was at Sisteron^ Keports were also 
afloat that it was lus intention to enter Lyons on the 10th and Paris 
on the 20th, that he was paying his army by drafts payable at the 
latter place. His proclamations were not yet publi hed, but every¬ 
body was astonished that he was not at once crushed in his progress, 
while pursuing his route with so few troops. At length about the 
18th we heaid that he had actually entered Lyons on the intended 
day, that Grenoble had opened her gates to him, and that some 
troops had joined him. Proclamations were issued by the various 
marshals and generals sent against him, exhorting the very soldiers 
to their duty whom they themselves led to treason and placed on 
the side of Bonaparte. Here he was received—published his Pro¬ 
clamation, procured money, and issued decrees as Emperor of the 
French. Monsieur but just escaped through the means of Marshal 
Macdonald. 

During all this time he was entirely surrounded by troops of the 
King, but all kept at a sufficient distance to prevent any impediments 
being made to his journey. ' 

About this period we heard of the disgrace of Soult, and began 
to suspect that o£ several others. I was presented on tlie 12th to 
Madame, who jjreservcd always a perfect appearance of tranquillity— 
showed herself to the public both in the streets and in the theatre, 
amid cries of ‘ Vive le Roi! ’—and ‘ Nous mourrons tous pour vous.’ 

A general good spirit appeared to prevail, and we were induced to 
hope that'with the National Guard we might keep Bordeaux as a 
comniunieating port with Bngland, and 'preserve the whole of tlie 
south, so as to cut off Bonaparte’s retreat. 

' The Duke d’Angoul.me found the spirit pretty good in his excur¬ 
sion, but requested thirty of the National Guard tf) join him to serve 
33 a bodyguard. Several days now again, passed without any intelli¬ 
gence Reports r^aAhed [us] of his having quitted Lyons, of his 
having been beaten by the French troops. In the meantime the 
National Guard increased, and the ?young men in the neighbourhood 
of Bordeaux were ready to arm f,iemselves for the general cause, 
but there was a most unaccountable want of energy in the authorities 
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—indeed so little exertion was made that no one would have supposed 
a revolution was threatening the country. 

, Bordeaux. 

V • 

Wednesday, March 29.—My journey *to La Reole had in some 

measure opened my eyes to the treachery by which the Princess 
was surrounded, even in the palace^ and I began to suspect that the 
inactivity which charity would hav<! designated want of ep^rgy 
only in fact proceeded from a worse and a deeper motivff. At any 
rate I had seen enough to convince* me that the want of energy was 
among the chiefs who ought to command and not among the people 
who were ready to obey. , 

Impressed with these ideas and fearful of not expressing them 
verbally with sufficient force, I wrote a strong letter upon thc^subject, 
describing the wishes of a numerous body of tlie people to Jjc em¬ 
ployed ; their impatience at being almost refused by General Decaen ; 
and the necessity for the formation of some rallying point. With the 
approbation of our Consul, I gave this letter to M. de Montmprehci 
for Madame, at the same time maldng an offer of my services in any 
way they might think proper to use them. • 

In the meantime the three-coloured cockades and standards 
approached daily nearer and nearer ; their influence began to extend 
to the immediate vicinity of Bordeaux, and the people began openly 
to express their dissatisfaction at the backwardness and dila ory 
conduct of the governor and other authorities. Advanced guards of 
twenty and twenty-five men only were sent out to oppose the enemy, 
and these but ill-provided with ammunition; while there was plenty 
of powder and ball in the city, and a general spirit and determination 
to defend it from the partisans of Bonaparte. 

Thursday, oOth .—At length, after dinner with the British* Consul 
at. Buscat, on our return to town we found the Duke d6 Levis and M. de 
Montmorenci at the Town House in waiting, and so far impressed 
by their lears for the safety of the Princess as to propose her depar¬ 
ture from Bordeaux, a scheme wMlch had already been agitated in 
the Council, but one wliich the Duchess was determined not to adopt 
but in the last extrem ty. The fears, however, of those by whom 
she was surrounded had* so far infl.uenced them as even td have led 
to their maldng preparations dpr their departure. After some little 
consultation, however, these gentlemen returned to the palace •to 
await the intelligence which might be brought from the frigate at 
Pauillac by the midnight^ tide. • 

The near approach of the partisans of Bonlp^rte, the doubt about 
the sentiments of the troops of the line in Bordeaux, in spite of the 
banquet which had been given*to them all in theipubhc gardens the 
day before, had also inspired d^ptfust and fear in most of the English, 
a large party of whom* were assembled also at the Vice-Consul’s to 

3 o 2 
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consult on means of departure. The confidence of the whole city 
appeared to be weakened. Intelligence had come that the three- 
coloured flag had been hoisted at Blaye—it was still doubted, but the 
report had its effect. Several houses of the first consequence’ had 
suffered their bills to be protested; commerce was more stagnated 
than ever, and upon the vhole everything appeared very gloomy, 
I left the Consul for an hour to go to my lodgings, but returned to be 
in >iijie for the arrival of the^ boat. The tide, however, serving very 
late, we waited till nearly one o’clock in the morning before it came. 

Friday, 31s^.—The despatches not only confirmed the intelligence 
of the three-coloured flag having been hoisted at Blaye with a royal 
salute of twenty-one guns, but also stated that th^ fortress had fired 
at a British merchant vessel that had passed down the river in the 
morning. The shot passed across the bows; she anchored, pulled in 
her British colours and was then permitted to pass. The Consiil, 
late as it was, immediately went with this intelligence to the palace, 
which had its consequent effect of increasing the anxiety of the Council 
for the safety of themselves and the Princess. On the Consul’s return 
despatches were sent by the midshipman to the ship and also to Lord 
Castlereagh, and on parting at two o’clock he desired me to be with 
him by eight, as a plan had been suggested at the palace with the 
execution of which they wished to entrust me. The defalcation of 
Blaye had rendered the situation of Bordeaux more critical than ever. 
It had cut off the communication between the city and the British 
frigate by water, and even suggested the possibility of the soldiers 
crossing the river and preventing even that by land. 

The circumstance of Blaye ought, however, immediately to have 
opened the eyes of the Princess and her Council to the treacherous 
conduct of Decaen. To take possession of this fortress by some 
troops whose fidelity was undoubted had been one of the earliest 
suggestions, I Believe, of the Council, and certainly of all the men of 
sense in Bordeaux, and, when first proposed, the task had been an 
easy one, for at that time the attempt of Bonaparte was considered 
only as the effect of a desperate madness ; his progress was entirely 
unknown to Bordeaux and the epidemic of military treason had not 
yet spread its pernicious influence among the troops in our environs. 
The proposition, however, of the garrison of Blaye being relieved 
by one of the National Guard was neglected by Decaen; reports 
were spread about that there was no efficient artillery in the fortress, 
and the suggestion ended in itself. On my first journey, however, to 
Pr.uillac on the arrival of the news of Bonaparte’s entry into Paris, 
I made some enquiries into the state of Blaye, and found that the 
report of there being no cannon in that fortress was utterly false, 
for there was not only sufficient for i^j own use, but also for Bordeaux, 
and the report had only been spretd, most likely by the agents of 
Decaen, to draw the attention of the public from so important a 
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circumstance. Nothing proves the treachery of Decaen more than 
his conduct with regard to this fortress. On the first news of the 
arrival of Bonaparte, doubts with regard to the troops, by whom 
he had always been si^ported, naturally arose in the mind of ever]^ 
pers^hi attached to the existing Government. The first step, therefore, 
would have been to have prevented their having the power to give up 
or to declare any strong place in his favour. Until the knowledge 
of the entry of Bonaparte into Paris ,was known in Bordeaux, the 
evacuation of Blaye by the regular troops and their rQplacallent 
by the National Guard might iiave J)een easily accomplished without 
exciting the slightest jealousy on their part. An order from Decaen, 
the Governor and Commander of the Department, was all that was 
necessary; he must have laiown the importance of the circumstances 
and yet neglected it till it was too late and till he knew the impossi¬ 
bility of its accomplishment. 

The unexpected and wonderful progress of Napoleon had treated 
hopes and wishes in the troops, which, but for such success, had never 
been engendered in any other than those commanded by. ofiicers and 
generals immediately engaged in the conspiracy. Tha expectation 
of ultimate success induced therefore many troops to deqlare early for 
Napoleon under the idea that such a declaration would make their 
peace with him, and the officers and soldiers at Blaye felt the claim 
which such a service as the declaration of so strong a fortress would 
give them to his favour. At length Decaen, no longer able to parry 
the observation on his conduct with regard to Blaye, sent a few of the 
National Guard unprovided with ammunition, or with positive orders, 
not to take possession of the fortress but to incorporate themselves 
with the military already there—thus exciting among them an idea 
that they were viewed by the Bordelais with mistrust, rousing them 
by such a display to declare themselves, or at least placing the National 
Guard, had they been admitted, entirely at the merc^ of these troops 
already doubted, and by whom they must have necessarily been sacri¬ 
ficed or made all prisoners of war in case of the arrival of these, circum¬ 
stances which naturally did occur, mk further proof of the facility with 
which Blaye might have been preserved to the royal cause, and con¬ 
sequently an additional proof also of the treachery of Decaen, is that it 
was not given up to the jause of Napoleon by the Go.vernoiior by the 
superior ofiicers, but merely by.the subalterns, who, until the arrival of 
Bonaparte at Paris, and the near approach of his eagles to Bordeaux, 
would never have dared and perhaps n^er have thought of the 
treachery of which circumstances induced the adoption. Colonel La 
Coste, the Governor, resisted the idea of raising l^he three-colouredliag 
to the last, was absolutely seized by the soldiers and threatened with 
being shot, and at length quitted the fortress under his word of honour 
not to disclose their intentiols • until twenty-four hours after his 
departure. • 
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Thus was this fortress lost, the preservation, of which' would have 
so greatly conduced to the preservation of the whole of the south to 
the royal cause. Toulouse had been named as the seat for the re- 
q,88embly of the Parliament, and as the temporary place of the rpyal 
Government. The provinces of the south were in general influenced 
by the same spirit for the l^purbons; even the towns through which 
Bonaparte himself had passed were recovering from the feverous 
and pestiferous influence whioh Ihd novelty of his presence and the 
astonishment it had excited more than any solid reason or affection 
for Napoleon had occasioned in this' light-minded and changeable 
people, and the certainty of the continuance of their commerce under 
the protection of the British flag would have preserved the ports of 
Bordeaux, Bayonne, &c., on the north, and thos'e.also which are 
washed „by the Mediterranean, faithful to that banner which they 
loved best, and which under such circumstances would also have 
contributed most to their prosperity in spite of the temporary influence 
and Government of Napoleon in the north. 

« The defalcation of Blayc, however, by cutting off the water com¬ 
munication between Bordeaux and the sea, by rendering the passage 
of the Garonne dangerous, and the Gironde unsafe even for British 
shipping, destroyed the foundation upon which the superstructure 
of a southern Government was to be erected. Still, however, had the 
Council of Bordeaux possessed the energies which the extraordinary 
circumstances of the case required—if tliey had banished Decaen 
from its deliberations, summoned round them all the assistance 
which they were offered from the people—distributed the arms and 
ammunition which was kept back by Decaen or, as it is generally 
supposed, absolutely sent by him to Blaye, much might yet have been 
done. By supplying Fort Medoc and placing detachnysnts of ihe 
National Guard in all the villages along the right bank of the Garonne 
and Gironde, a laijd communication might have been preserved 
between Bordeaux and the sea. Ships might have advanced only to 
Pauillac, where they were out of the reach of the guns of Blayc, a 
British force might have impeded?' any danger which might arise from 
the squadron at Rochefort, and thus the commerce of Bordeaux 
might have (jpntinued nearly unmolested. 

On my arrival at the Consul’s according to a|ipointment I found 
that, rh consequence of the intelligence received the night before, a 
lajjd communication was projected, and 1 was charged with forming it 
and keeping it open until the departure of the Princess, not only to 
faciUtate her retreat but also that of the British subjects whom existing 
circumstances might ciuiuce to quit the French territory. 

To form this communication with as much certainty and commodity 
as possible I associated in the scheme-a Capt. M. in the British service 
who had been in Bordeaux for his'health. 1 took a carriage with a 
good pair of English horses and stationed it* with this gentleman at 
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Jfargaux together with two saddle horses with which I myself kept up 
the oommun cation between the frigate and the palace at Bordeaux, 
being unwilling to trust anyone under circumstances in which treachery 
might have been so dangerous. After making these arrangements 
the Obtain and myself departed in the eveniilg and arrived in the 
middle of the night at Margaux. This was the first night that the 
tricoloured party had advanced near enough to maet our advanced 
posts, but on this night there was Bldymishing at Saint Andr6 de 
Cubzac for some hours, and the enemy would have been iq all pro¬ 
bability driven back, had the Netionq,! Guard been properly provided 
with ammunition, but’six cartouches were the utmost that any of 
them had, and some had none at all. It was said that many of these 
cartridges were composed only of pulverised charcoal, having only 
enough powder for the priming. One of the National Guard himself 
told me that he had held one of these cartridges in the candle and that 
this was absolutely the fact. • * 

Saturday, April 1.—After lying down for about an hour at 
Margaux, I mounted my horse and proceeded to Pauillac, passing, 
within sight of Blaye and the PHe, a fortress in the middle of the 
river, and where the tricoloured flag was also flying, and through the 
little village of La Marque, where I was pleased at remarking still 
the white emblem of loyalty fluttering in the wind. Arrived at 
Paiiillac, T was informed that by boats come from Blaye the soldiers 
of that fortress had Ihrcatcncd to cross the river and occupy the 
opposite fort of the Modoc, which would have perhaps enabled them 
to have cut off our communication, and, at any rate, rendered it neces¬ 
sary to keep it open by force of arms. I went on board < he Myrmidon, 
the shi]) of the Commodore, to confer with Captain Paterson, I found 
my intelligence with regard to the intention of the Blaye soldiers con¬ 
firmed, and that it was supposed they were 3,000 or 4,0(X) strong. 
The. Commodore had considered it too dangerous to ^end any more 
boats, and began to think that his.ships wore no*longer in safety, as 
the Rochefort squadron might arm two or three frigates and send 
round to intercept them in the rive». He showed me a letter from 
the Duke de Levis, expressive of the thanks of the Duchess for his 
attention, and the kindness of the Prince Regent to herself and 
family, and saying that §he should perhaps be there to-d»y. But 
the letters which I had brought expressed her intention of delaying 
her departure. As despatches were already waiting to go to the 
palace, as well as to our Consul, and as tin! Commodore wished his 
thoughts about tlie Rochefort ships to be particularly explained to 
the Princess, and her deckled opinion and hej determination to Tie 
made, I immediately went on shore with the intention of going to 
Bordeaux and returning by five o’clock, which was deemed impos¬ 
sible by those who knew the country. I rode, however, to Bordeaux— 
a distance of nearly twelve leagues—in three hours and twenty 
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minutes. In the way I met many English families flying from the 
scenes of confusion which were momentarily expected; and about 
two leagues from the city an advanced body of the National Guard 
•going to station themselves at Margaux, to pit horses in requisition, 
and be in readiness to attend the Duchess from thence to Pauillac. 
I also, in my way, visited tlje Fort Medoc to see if there were any sign 
of the traitors at Blaye putting their threat in execution. Before 
entering Bordeaux I was warned three times to take ray Bourbon 
emblem from my breast; determined, however, not to take it down 
except in the palace, I entered th4 town with it and proceeded 
directly to the British Consul’s. From thence I drove to the palace. 
The streets were all in confusion—distrust of the troops of the line, 
fears of the treachery of Decaen, the skirmishing still continuing on 
the other side of the river, the apprehended departure of the Princess, 
all copspired to create alarm. People hurried through the streets, 
scarcely knowing where they wished to go. The public offices and 
the palace seemed to be the general objects of attraction. The sentry- 
boxe^ were occupied by troops of the line and of the National Guard. 
They viewed each other with mutual distrust. Several English had 
already beeil insulted, and several white cockades had also been the 
object of the indignation of a few evil-disposed people. Every now 
and then cries of ‘ Vive le Eoi! ’ burst through the streets. Arrived 
at the palace I found the outer gate perfectly blocked up by an im¬ 
mense mob of men, women, and children—mostly men. My carriage 
was greeted with repeated cries of ‘ Vive le Roi! Vivent les Bourbon ! ’ 
and when they saw me in it and recognised me for an Englishman 
‘ Vivent les Anglais ! ’ Then cries were mixed with others of ‘ Nous 
moiirrons tous ! ’ ‘Vive Madame ! ’ ‘ Donnez-nous des armes! ’ ‘Nous 
nous battrons tous ! ’ ‘ Donnez-nous des armes ! ’ ^ With some 

difficuky the horse sentries made a passage for the carriage into the 
courtyard of the palace. Troops of the National Guard and the 
line were drawn up opposite to each other, but appeared no longer 
to regard each other with the union which had characterised the 
banquet of which they had mutttally partaken. The hall was filled 
with persons of all ranks mingling with the pages-in-waiting, and 
with the guerds, in the hopes of gathering some information. The 
ante-^jpoifis were filled with c6urtiers and officers, all looking gloomy, 
and whose hurried, silent manner predicted what they all feared. 
M.y entrance had excited a sensation throughout. Reports had been 
spread of the arrival of a few British troops at Pauillac. The people 
hoped it, and those collected in the hall, immediately supposing I 
was come to confirm^the intelligence, believed what they hoped, and 
by spreading the report gave a temporary suspension to the gloom. 
In the outer ante-room I met my frieand M. de Bonset (?), one of the 
old nobles of France, and one of tnbse whose urbanity of manner 
and kindness to his tenants has never created an enemy to their 
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master. ITe conducted me to tlie inner ante-room where were the 
ladies-in-waiting. After some desultory conversation with them, 
M. de Montmorenci came out to conduct me to the Princess. I was 
the^ just as I dismounted, hot and covered with dust. The Duchqps 
was seated at a small table ; the Council, with her Chevalier d’honneur 
and premier Ecurier [stc=Ecuyer], surrounded her. She was dressed 
in a green silk pelisse, a white hat and white plumes. She rose and 
met me in the middle of the rooVn.’ I explained to her the situation 
in which the Commodore presumed his ships to be, how far^ that 
situation also concerned hen^lf and the danger of her own retreat, 
which T could not help also hinting that I hoped would not take place. 
I then asked her as to her determination of quitting [?] in the evening. 
She said, ‘ I hadf intended being with you this evening, but will first 
try the effect of my personally addressing the troops of the line— 
‘ Je veux, s’il est possible, quo Mons. le Commodore m’attende jus- 
qu’au domain. • Croyez-vous qu’il attendra ? ’ ‘ Je ne li? doute pas, 
Madame, il est tout h vous; mais je retoumerai Ctout] de suite pour 
le faire certain, et si votre altessc royale partira ce soir- je vous i^- 
contrerai sur le chemin, ou je revicndrai a Bordeaux,’"referring then 
to my letter. She demanded what I had seen. I ^explained the 
ardour of the people and represented it as corresponding with that 
which might then be seen in the streets of Bordeaux. I told her that 
those who had been to offer their services had been sent back un¬ 
employed, and that the energy of the chiefs by whom she was 
surrounded was alone wanting to preserve Bordeaux. De Mont¬ 
morenci smiled with a sort of pleasure to hear me express myself 
so openly. The others and the Council, among whom was Decaen, 
I did not observe, as^ my eyes were principally fixed upon the Duchess. 
They were, however, silent. Madame turned to them: ‘ Voila, 
messieurs, un monsieur, un Anglais, qui me dit que sur la (^"de d’ou 
il vient les jeunes gens sont pr;"ts a me servir, gt mn famille—il les a 
vus ! ’ This was said in rather a high tone. She then said : ‘ Monsieur, 
je vous remercie des sentiments de votre lettre ; je ne les oublierai pas.’ 

‘ Madame, ce sont les vrais sentirilents de mon cenur, et je ne d<'sire 
autre chose que I’occasion de les faire voir.’ In saying this, con¬ 
templating that countenance which had never wo^ any other 
expression but that of •sadness, althcfugh now lighted up with the 
energy necessary for the task-she was going to undertake, my words 
rose in my throat, and rendered the utterance of the last a lij^tle 
difficult. She replied in an undertone, which I thought also spoke 
some agitation : ‘ Ah, que vous ctes bon fran^^ais ! ’ A minute after, 
with an inclination of the head, she said i Jusqu’au demain.’ I 
bowed and left the respectful silence of her (ffiamber to be crowded 
round and annoyed by the quc|tions of the courtiers in the ante-room. 
The carriages had been some iithe at the door to take the Duchess 
to the troops. Jt was tfn arduous task, as she expected to be refused ; 
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it was a bold one, for she had to stand hours on the river bank with 
the cannon of Clausel pointed towards her and his few troops on the 
opposite side ; yet she displayed not the least agitation, and prepared 
as for one of her usual airings. I quitted the palace with the same 
diSiculty with regard to'the .people as I had entered it. They 'v^re 
still crying ‘ Vive le Roi! ’ &c. After going to the Consul’s, telling 
him to write his despatches and consulting with him as to the pos¬ 
sibility of getting a ship which had property in dispute on board 
down'to Payillac, for which he was authorised to offer five hundred 
guineas or even a thousand, moupting # another horse I rode round 
Bordeaux to Ramy’s f?], &c. The confusion still prevailed and was 
even increasing. A shot or two was fired from the windows of some 
houses at the Royalists. At length, at half-past t\«o or three, the 
Consul being ready, I mounted a third horse and left Bordeaux for 
Pauillac amidst cries of ‘ Vivent les Anglais ! ’ examining the bridges 
as to which, should be cut down in case of pursuit gn the side of 
Bordeaux. In an hour and twenty minutes I reached Margaux. 
He^e I gave my horse bread and wine, drank some wine with the 
National Guard to the health of the King, sent two of them with a 
sergeant to reconnoitre Fort Medoc and its neighbourhood, and 
proceeded at a gallop to Pauillac, meeting with no other occurrence 
than Colonel Marston and Southard in the road, returning to Bordeaux. 
Pushing off the boat which was waiting for me, I saw Fleming running 
after me down the quay. He had just arrived and was very much 
frightened. On board the Myrmidon I found Lady Melville, Lady 
Alicia Gordon, Sir Charles G., and the Duke and Duchess de 
Levis all in full flight. In consulting with the Commodore I found 
his apprehensions evidently increasing with regard to the safety of 
his ships, and it was therefore determined that I'should go again to 
Madame and represent the necessity of an immediate decision if I 
did not already njeet her on the way. After dining, therefore, with 
the above party, during which the Duke de L. entertained us with his 
news from Blaye, which he had picked up from an orange-woman, 
and informed us of Madame’s offer *to cross the river herself with the 
troops, to which proposition he had opposed himself, and for which 
I could not help blaming him. I began, however, to fear that the 
weakness uf those who were faithful, who surrounded the Duchess, 
greatly ^ided the treachery of the others. Pauillac, though certainly 
a Bonapartist town, knew not what to do, but [and ?J took no decided 
step* either to welcome the 'Duchess with the white flag, or to insult 
her with the tricoloured one, the latter of which I almost feared. At 
ten 6’clock I went oq, ijhore with Captain Downs. The night was 
excessively dark and rainy. I, however, mounted, and, proceeding 
on the road to Bordeaux, turned into all the places right and left to 
where I supposed any troops might baye concealed themselves. The 
night was now so dark that I could not see my hand when I held it up. 
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I left the roa*d almost to the choice of the horse, which was very much 
fatigued, and depended upon the noise I made in the villages to rouse 
any troops if they were there, and then with the darkness I thought 
to escape forward and, take measures with the advanced guard. At 
Icngtli my horse got into a pond ; I turned him round, I proceeded 
straight forward, yet still I was surrounded by water, and felt it witk 
ray feet. At length I extricated mj^self, but in so doing had taken 
so many turns that I no longer knew v4iich way my face was tu^ed, 
and which I had only known before by calculating my turns to the 
right and left, after leaving PSuillaa Scarcely knowing what to do, 
I, however, proceeded amidst a wind and rain of such force that I 
could hardly stand against it. Two jcottages at length determined 
me to knock up *thcir inhabitants, which with the utmost difficulty 
and after half an hour’s noise I did, but all were unwilling to stir 
from tlicir beds, even to come to the windows to give me directions. 
By dint of threats and entreaties at length two or three eSme to the 
windows, but their informacion as to the way was totally different 
to my own idea and judgment, which had been confused in the variety 
of turns 1 had made. I then thought to remain till the Bght^ but had 
as much and more difficulty to make them open their* doors to me 
than I had their windows. A woman from one window blamed the 
inhospitality of a man from another, saying that were it not that she 
were a single woman and for her character she would immediately 
admit me. By her voice this fearful lady must have been at least 
sixty. The man. with the most squeaking voice I have ever heard, 
at last descended and opened his door. I had, however, scarcely 
entered ere, finding that he had a ho'-se, 1 agreed to reward him hand¬ 
somely if he would guide me as far as Margaux. He was a little man 
with a voice like that of a weak child who has got a cold, and agreed, 
1 believe, to accompany me more from the fear of harbmying an 
armed loyalist than from being moved by ^y ■•entreaties. He 
accordijigly saddled his horse and, wrapping himself up in his blanket, 
mounted and we departed together. The night still continued so 
dark that it was only by touching him or riding nearly over him that 
I knew myself to be near the guide. 

Sunday, April 2.—Wc had departed from h!s hou.'jc about one 
o’clock, and had proceeded about half an hour, when -I observed some 
• lights at a distance in the road., . 1 immediately put my guide behind 
me and advanced towards the lights. The^ gu’de, who distinguisl^ed 
first the object which had excited our attention, squeaked out ‘ Mafoi, 
une voiture!’ Supposing it also myself to be so, though I could^see 
nothing but five or six horses, with a man mounted on the first and 
carrying a lantern, I rode up, and clattering my sword to make him 
believe that there were more ,|han myself, I gavp the qui vive ? at 
which the vehicle suddenly stopped, and a dead silence succeeded. 
‘ Qui vive ? ’ said I agiin. In a minute more a person dismounted 
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and advanced on foot. ‘ Qui avez-vous dans la voitule ? ’ said I. 
No answer. Repeating the question, he knew by my accent that I 
was not a Frenchman, and, reassured, came close to me, and said in 
J^rench-English in a whisper : ‘ Monsieur le coig.te de Lynch.’ I then 
said all was safe for him ; but, advancing to the carriage door, I f^und 
the poor Comte in vain endeavouring to lower the glass. His dread 
had totally unnerved him, \or he supposed himself arrested by the 
troops from Blaye, and had Imj b'eeh so he would certainly have been 
immediately shot. He wa.s accompanied by Montdenon his adjoint 
de la mairie, who was running away in a full-embroidered suit. The 
Comte seized my hand and pressed it as I reassured him and told him 
to tell the Commodore that he had met me on the way. His voiture 
and procession then proceeded without any further fea'r of being stopped, 
as I ma,de my guide take me into any place where there was a possi¬ 
bility of any ambuscade having been formed. In returning into the 
high road across some vines, the wheels of another carriage struck my 
ear, and pushing on my guide, this time I made him give the quivive ? 
as then, were they troops, I would have passed them without speaking. 
My guide’s blanket was so much the colour of the road that it was 
with the utmost difficulty yo\i could see him even when you touched 
him. I therefore thought he would escape easily, and, if not, I knew 
no harm would come to him. To my surprise, however, in answer to 
the qui vive ? Captain Moriarty put his head out of the carriage, and I 
discovered it was the one with which I had formed the communica¬ 
tion and stationed at Margaux. From him I learnt that the Princess 
had arrived there and was waiting. I immediately tlismissed my 
guide with his reward, and telling the captain to proceed, galloped 
on, tliinking myself sufficiently conversant with the way from thence 
to Margaux. I was soon challenged by the advanced gpard. ‘ Qui 
vive ? \ exclaimed [they]. 1 answered ‘ Jones ! ’ and passed them 
without furthe* interrogating. 1 presently fell in with another 
patrol, headed by a bourgeois, who, not knowing me, insisted upon my 
accompanying him, saying that the Princess must receive no more 
letters, but must depart without further impediments. I was incensed, 
but led him pretty gently to the advanced guard, who were inspecting 
the repairing of one of the bridges, by whom lie was reproved for 
dctaii^ng'me ; and I again turned my horse’/j head towards Margaux. 
In my haste, however, to make up this lost time, I again missed my 
wg.y ; but, having proceeded about half an hour, I discovered a number 
of lights to the right, which I supposed, at first, to be the illuminations 
at Jtfargaux for the passage of the Princess, as it is the custom of the 
country to illuminato whenever the royal family pass at night. Find¬ 
ing, however, that I was by far too much to the left, I turned out of 
the road and advanced directly towards the lights across all ditches, 
woods, and vines ; the latter of whichheing in the Medoc tied together 
and joined by pieces of stick, the horse had*the utmost difficulty to 
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get over them, I was at length obliged to dismount and lead him, 
and approaching by this means, I soon found that the lights advanced. 
With some difficulty I joined the road, and discovered the lights to 
be the procession of the Princess, and to proceed from the d.fferent 
carriages in her train. Having arrived at"about the middle of them, 
I had to press by them to get to the Princess’s carriage, whicli was 
first, and which I found surrounded by a body of tEe National Guard, 
all in confusion, and preserving no’ order whatever of mjfch. 
McCarthy was the Captain of the Guard and rode on th6 left side. 
After speaking with him, and perceivhig by the lamps that the Duchess 
and her ladies tried to sleep, I did not disturb them, but riding on 
the right side of ^he carriage, watchec^ when she raised her head, and 
then gave her the letter of the Commodore, and with it saying that 
all was safe in the way. We were then proceeding at a trot. She 
lowered the glass and waved her handkerchief out of it in sign of 
thanks. From tliis period I kept close to the carriage door, and had 
time to observe the gloomy procession. To lighten the intense 
darkness by which wo were surrounded, every carriage’ had \amps 
before and behind, and many of the postillions also carried lamps or 
torches in their hands. The procession consisted of five of six carriages 
conveying the suite of Madame, and two cars with efiects of plate, 
money, &c. As well as the National Guard, there were likewise two 
or three cn bourgeois and two or three of garde royale a cheval who 
accompanied us. The procession, moving so slowly amidst such 
darkness, had a most melancholy efiect, and appeared perfectly 
funereal, particularly when the black horsehair of the helmets was 
shown by the light flashing upon [them]. Here was, indeed, time and 
subject for meditation. The whole tissue of the life of the unfortunate 
Princess, who, after only one year’s tranquillity and return, was again 
flying for the second time from her country, entirely separated from 
every branch of her family, formed such a m«lan(?holy subject for 
contemplation that it must have had an effect upon the most un¬ 
thinking and insensible mind. What a proof of the uncertainty of 
human affairs ! But a few days before 1 had been presented to her in 
the midst of her palace, surrounded by crowds of adulating courtiers ; 
herself secure of the perpetual possession of the throne of-her ancestors, 
for then Bonaparte’s attempt had excifed no fears ; and noiir I was by 
her side, in her flight from that ^country where she had almost reigned, 
and with all that she could count her own surrounding her. What a 
contrast! her entrance into Bordeaux, the fifth of the same month, 
when the congregated vqices of thousands seemed inefficient to testify 
their gladness and joy at her reception, to'df procession in which 
nothing was heard but the horses’ feet and the whips of the postillions. 
Yet the people who thus su.Jered the Princess jto depart quietly, 
because attacked by a few hundred troops, were those who the day 
before even would not* permit her to pass the streets without over- 
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whelming her with acclamations ; and who drew tears frfim her at the 
theatre with cries of ‘ Nous mourrons tous pour vous ! ’ Shameless 
and degenerate nation, blest with the richest country in Europe, 
blest with talents whic^, if combined with constancy, might tend to the 
happiness of your country'and Europe; but losing yourselves from a 
contemptible love of novqjty and an incertitude of action, which 
degenerates you below those who are your inferiors in every gift of 
natme. Had the men possessed * the spirit and patriotism of the 
women, hVance had never been again temporarily lost to the Bour¬ 
bons. This is not an observation apjfticable tp any particular place, 
but to the whole of France, and an observation made by those who 
had a better.opportunity of judging than myself. As the bridges over 
which we were to pass were in some measure dilapidated, peasants 
had been sent to place temporary boards so that the carriages might 
pass qver in safety, and this had given some idea to the neighbour¬ 
hood through which we were to pass of the coming trf the Duchess, so 
that at each of these stations the peasantry had left their beds, and with 
IRntyns and torches were waiting our arrival. They had placed bunches 
of straw on*the palisades and in the way, which they lighted as we 
arrived, and* which expired before we passed, forming a temporary 
fire to give a momentary gleam amid the gloom of night, as the last 
year of happiness had beamed upon the sorrowful life of the unfortu¬ 
nate Duchess d’Angouleme. These peasants were in general silent. 
Those who spoke spoke in a voice which plainly displayed that they were 
affected at her departure. From one of the bridges a man followed 
us to some distance with a lantern, and sobbing out continually 
‘ Adieu, malheureuse ! adieu, Madame ! adieu, braves! protegez-la,’ he 
pursued his track for some distance. At length the morning, rising 
cloudy and misty, g8.ve to light our forlorn band, which still proceeded 
silently. At the little village of La Marque, the white flag was still 
flying, and a p*8on,on the part of the mayor was ready in the road 
with thirteen horses, which he had assembled in the village to offer 
to her Royal Highness. The adjoint of the mayor was mounted, and as 
he looked into the carriage, and saV it pass, he threw his eyes upwards 
and by a most energetic action of his arm expressed his indignation 
at the necessity of her flight. He followed us for some distance after 
he had s&nt the horses honid. Her Royal* Highness now sometimes 
conversed with me as we passed along: An officer pointed out Blayc 
to,her, which had been the cause of her flight. She regarded it silently. 
Her features expressed firmness mixed with sensibility, and she appeared 
determined to support herself and those around her. A little before 
arriving I asked her ?£ she would embark immediately, and on her 
answering ‘ Yes,’ spurred on my poor tired horse to prepare the boat. 
Arrived at La Fl^iry [?], a Frenchman, pulling me into a room and 
locking the door, told me that mhny boats filled with armed men, 
and carrying each a carronade, had that moriling quitted Blaye for the 
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purpose of attacking us in going on board, but on his knees he requested 
my secrecy as to the person from whom I had the information. I 
went, therefore, immediately on board to inform the Commodore, 
and found them already charging the guns in consequence of having 
seen so many boats with soldiers. Capttfin Downs, who then came on 
shore to receive the Duchess, ordered ^.1) the men in the boat to be 
armed, and a carronade to be put in the head.* He took his own 
pistols and desired me to take mine, vfbich I accordingly did, ancj they 
were deposited in the boat. On arriving on shore I sent the National 
Guard, already arrived, to meet Ih^ Duchess and to conduct her to the 
quay. Finding her, however, busy, we went into the town, and found 
that, being Sunday, they had gone to Mass before embarkation, and 
although this diS not exactly accord with our ideas, particularly with 
those of the Captain, who was impatient, yet we respected the motive 
which led to it, and followed her to the house where she breakfasted. 
A slight repast* only had been prepared, of which the Duchess par¬ 
took ; the room was closed to all but her ladies, her chevaliers, and 
ourselves. It was here that I had an opportunity of Tf^itnessuig ^er 
courage and firmness. Two or three of the ladies round her were 
weeping ; many of the men were certainly not much better, and all 
were so deeply impressed with the events which had just occurred, 
with the existing circumstances and with those which might probably 
arrive, that perhaps every countenance, at least every French counten¬ 
ance, was perfectly clouded and lengthened with gloom. I confess 
that in spite of our melancholy adventure, in spite of all the gloomy 
appearances by which we were surrounded, the general distress of the 
French had such a mixture of the grotesque that I was almost inclined 
to smile; the quickly recurring idea, however, of the armed boats and 
carronades soon repressed any rising hilarity, and mixed with my fears 
for the Princess great ideas of personal safety. I first exprossed my 
fears to her that there were no beds on board on ■vfliich she and her 
ladies could sleep. ‘ N’importe, "M. Jones, nous pouvons nous mettre 
la ! ’ pointing to the floor. After consulting with the Captain, I gave 
her an account of the armed boatS, and that in consequence we were 
all armed, and had put a carronade on board the pinnace. ‘ Tant 
mieiix ! tant mieux ! ’ said she. ‘ Lc capitainc no peut pas vous 
saluiu-, Madame, parce que tons les canons sont ch&rges tie bullets.’ 
‘N’importe, M. Jones, s’il ne'peut pas me saluer il pent me defendre, 
et e’est mieux ! ’ The Captain had also said this to me. Such •was 
the tenor of l^^jr conduct and conversation through scenes under 
which many strong minds would have shrunk, but in which that of 
the Duchess d’Angouleme seemed to acquirS fresh strength, and to 
consider increased dangers only as fresh stimrdants to exertion. At 
length, her Royal Highness be*lng nearly ready to (depart, the Captain 
and myself went to the quay to fle ready to receive her. The carriage 
could not come, to the*boat by near a hundred yards for some posts; 
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it rained excessively, but still all the population of Pauillac was 
assembled to see her. At the house where she breakfasted she received 
the authorities, and one she reproved for his disloyalty. At length the 
carriage arrived, I borrowed an umbrella froqj an old woman, the 
Duchess alighted, and taking hold of the Captain’s arm with one liand 
and of mine with the other lye proceeded towards the boat. It was 
in this march that her feelings became too powerful almost to be re¬ 
strained. The volunteers and iJafional Guard who followed and 
surrounded'^us gave loose to theirs, and sobbed out their adieux with 
voices scarcely audible for their tears. 'The Duchess was excessively 
agitated, sobbed almost convulsively from a wish to restrain the 
ebulhtion of l^er feelings, and some few tears rolled down her cheeks 
in large drops. We handed her immediately into the boat with her 
ladies and Montmorenci, and nearly covered them with flags. The 
Nationq^l Guard, &c., from Bordeaux, exclaimed: ‘ N’oubUez pas 
Bordeaux, Madame, n’oubliez pas les Bordelais. Revenez parmi 
nous ; nous ne scrons pas heureux sans vous.’ ‘ Je nc vous oubherai 
pas, \?ons Bordelais—Je reviendrai, je reviendrai.’ All this was 
sobbed more tnan said. They then drew their swords, and flourishing 
them over the boat ‘ A vous braves nous consignons notre princesse; 
protegez-la, protegez-la.’ The Captain said in English, ‘ She is as 
safe now as if she was in England,’ words which were, I found on my 
return to Bordeaux, much distorted, and had created some displeasure 
against Captain Downs, who did everything in his power to please, 
who would have died rather than any harm had happened to the 
Duchess, and who meant to express only what he thought wduld 
gratify the people in explaining that upon the sea she was in England. 
The boat pushed ofi, and we arrived and got on board without being 
attacked. The boats hovered about, but were afraid -of us on the 
water a^ well, perhaps, as of those on land. The boat went back for 
the suite, baggage, &c„ of which there was an enormous quantity, and 
to prevent imposition it was necessary to have a hst of the suite to be 
admitted, which was made by Montmorenci. The Captain and 
myself went with Madame into the cabin. She desired me to ask 
him if he was at her orders, or if his directions were to take her immedi¬ 
ately to England. The Captain answered that he was at her orders. 
She then a&kcd for a map. The Captain had only a chart of the coast 
on board, which he gave me. It was dedicated to Bonaparte, Chief 
Consul. She laid her finger upon his name, and said: ‘ Consul 
en chef, aie! alors.’ We looked along the coast together, and I 
8ecr(^;lly wished her to go to Spain, as I was then really in hopes that 
some attempt on that part of France would enable her to re-enter 
almost immediately, and I well knew the electric effect of her pre¬ 
sence upon the Frepch people. She asked me a great deal about the 
country—the people, the parties, &c.;“and I said it would be very easy 
for some one to cross the frontiers to gain information of the Duke and 
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of France. • She then asked me if she went if I would accompany 
her. I said, Most willingly, and that I would myself cross the frontiers, 
or do anything in my power if she would accept my services: ‘ Je 
les acoepterai avec pl^isir.’ She then pointed out to San Sebasti^, 
from wMch I dissuaded her in consequence ol its ruined state, and of 
the detestation existing against both our nations, and mentioned Bilbao 
as the fittest place, being at once safe anS retired, and where she would 
learn intelligence nearly as soon,'and meet with every degree of com¬ 
fort. She still, however, lingered round Pasajes, which I told her was 
a miserable spot, totally diverted of accommodation, besides being so 
near as to render it unsafe, which latter argument she would not hear of. 
It was at length, however, left undetermined until to-morrow. The 
whole of this coifference, we were tHe-d-tete, being only interrupted by 
a young yeoman of the guard of honour who came, and on Jiis knees 
requested to be admitted in her suite, even as a footman to accompany 
her, which, however, she could not grant. Hearing some rtoise above I 
went to see by what it waf- occasioned, and found a boatload of National 
Guards, exclaiming: ‘Nous voulons voir notre Princesse, cnewre 
une fois.’ I descended to tell her of their request. She*fir8t presented 
herself at a port on the middle deck, but afterwards ascended to the 
quarter-deck to address them from the hatchway. The scene that 
now took place was truly affecting—the men in the boat in tears— 
climbing up the side of the ship to kiss the hem of her pelisse—her¬ 
self agitated, resting now upon the Captain, now upon me. Her face 
covered with tears, to which, for the first time, she seemed to give 
full power, while her energetic expressions of consolation, of hopes of 
return—of promises to make the Bordelais happy—formed a strong 
contrast to the appearances of sorrow which surrounded us. ‘ Des 
souvenirs, des souvenirs, Madame,’ exclaimed the National Guard in 
the boat. 1 descended to search through her bag for ribbons, but 
could [find] but a few narrow ones of red, green, and white, which 
were soon distributed. 1 then, as a last resource, took three feathers 
from her bonnet, which as 1 stood rather before her on the hatchway 
were immediately seized by those below. I insisted, however, on 
their return that Madame might give them with her own hands. My 
demand was complied with. I gave them to the Ductless, who gave 
them herself to the geatlcmen below.* On my return to» Bordeaux 
, I saw small particles of these feathers set in the most -expensive rings, 
and worn by the first women oh the city. With that she took herjast 
leave of them, and suffered me to hand h5r to the cabin, exclaiming 
through her sobs, ‘ Braves gens, ils sont braves gens, n’est-ce ^as, 
M. Jones ? ’ The Captain himself had beem affected at this scene 
and the rough sailors acknowledged it was very moving, though 
fighting was always belter thf.n crying. Captain M. now came on 
board, and was a little mortified hhat I talked iff going to Spain, as he 
said he should be alone Without knowing what to do at Bordeaux. The 
VoL. LX-No. *358 3 1' 
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Commodore also arrived with the Duke and Duchess de Lfevis, to pay 
their respects, and now began the confusion about Pasajes, among 
those who really were, and those who imagined themselves to be in 
danger. For everybody at once magnified his services into what 
might be considered by the new government treason, and immediately 
imagined himself a conspicuous object of its jealousy. Of all of them, 
however, 1 was contrinced that M. le Comte de Lynch and his brother 
and adjoiiit M. de Montdenon with the venerable M. Deseze mentioned 
in the will of Louis the Sixteenth and his son were those only who 
ran any real risk, and these certaiitly mi^ht have been sacrificed upon 
the scaffold, and most probably would. ('J'he Duke de Levis telling 
us in the name of the Duchess that Crosses of honour would have been 

• f 

given to myself and Moriarty, had they not now been dishonoured.) 
They we,te, therefore, provided with passages. The wind now being 
fair, I went in the jolly boat with Moriarty on shore for the two or 
three shirts Vhich I had provided to change in my journey to Pauillac, 
and which was the only provision, with my father’s little bible and ink- 
stand,^ which I had for the voyage. The ship was under weigh when 
we left her, but wo had full time to catch her in half an hour. Unfor1-n- 
nately, however, we met the head cook of the Princess on shore, 
receiving wine which the mayor had sent her, and purchasing pro¬ 
visions, and being obliged to wait for him when we set out the ship 
was already at some distance; but still we thought an hour or two 
would bring us up. It was about one o’clock when we left Pauillac. 
We pulled, however, in vain. The ship gained considerably. The 
boat was loaded with this wine, two live sheep, some other stock, and 
the fat steward. The little midshipman, whose mess hour was long 
past, became very impatient, and at length towards evening almost 
in despair. The mei\, too, began to grumble, when I opened a bottle 
of brandy of the steward’s and distributed it among the men, and gave 
some of the fruit to the midsliipman. Night, however, came on, and 
we could no longer see the ship. ' The merchantmen had dropped 
down past us one by one and were no more to be seen. The cook now 
began to bewail his fate, but moi^s that of the Duchess while she 
was deprived of him. The men began to be mutinous, and 1 was 
obliged to support the little midshipman’s authority with expressions 
strong, encfdgh and sufficiently threatening to eilence them, make them 
take up their oars and ptdl us across tfie tide to a light that appeared 
abQut a league distant, which the little midshipman averred to be a 
merchantman, and which the sailors swore was a rig\it on shore. As 
it was cold I had j>ulled one of the sheep oyer my feet and shrouded 
the Mid as well as I« could. At length, about half-past eleven, we 
reached the light, and found ourselves on board the Edward, where we 
were most hospitalily received by Mr. !Parton and his family, who gave 
us tea and supper, much to the coilifort of the Mid who laid himself 
down and slept contentedly immediately aftel^. The. cook could not 
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cat, as he a^ferred that the Duchess would be ‘ desoleo ’ without him, 
that there was nobody but him to cook her anything, &c. With Mr. 
Barton’s family were two of Mr, Downing’s sons, who, having been 
conspicuous in the National Guard a cheval,weTe going to England to 
wait the event. One of them gave me half his berth where we lay 
head and tail with our clothes on. 

Monday, April 3.—At about four o clock we Vere awakened by 
some talking on deck, and hearing tfie ^ord boats, the armed ones at 
Paulllac immediately occurred to me. I immediately aseended, and 
truly enough found the (>aptftin, master, and mate in some trepida¬ 
tion with regard to three boats which were advancing towards us 
abreast, and with a very warlike appearance. They1;old me their 
fears, and I told*them there were certainly armed boats in the river 
but called up our men-of-war, seamen, and Mid, who understfwd these 
better, to ask their opinion. I’hey all said they never sa\j boats 
advance in such*a manner, unless to an attack. ‘ Well, rtaster,’ said 
f, ‘ what arms have ymi on board ? ’ ‘ Only two muskets,’ replied 

he, ‘ that have not been fired these three years, and an old blunde^bu^.’ 
Hum, thought I, ‘ Bui these four swivel guns ? ’ ‘ Oh, sir* they are only 
for show.’ ‘ And no sabres ? ’ ‘ No, sir.’ ‘ No bayonets ? ’ ‘ No, 
sir.’ ‘ CoTuc, Mid, order the boat, t he only thing we can do for them 
is t o bring them assistance.’ AVe accordingly entered the boat, and as 
well as we could by crossing them, ascertained that the boats were 
loaded and not armed, so we streaked away for the Wanderer, which 
we H'ached in about three hours. 


HImtlv a. TninK (/i'e Beazley). 


3 V 2 



928 


THE NINETEENTH GENTUBY 


9 


Dec. 


i$EMI-SERIOUS SPECULATIONS 
ON SHOEMAKERS, SOCIALISM, AND 
REINCARNA TION 


It has often struck me as a curious thing that in all the countries 
I have inhabited shoemakers should generally have be,en Socialists. 

What, I wondered, produced this odd phenomenon ? 

*. It was hardly to be supposed that souls with socialistic tendencies 
Incarnate by ■•preference in shoemakers, as they could further their 
views just asowell in other walks of life. It therefore became clear 
to me that there was something in the fact of shoemaking which 
favours this form of belief. At one time I thought I was on the 
right track, and that it was the handling and the smell of leather 
that did it; for material things, especially smells and scents, have 
strange effects on souls, but then all tanners and saddlers would be 
Socialists, and this certainly is not the case, so I had to give up this 
theory. 

There is nothing like going to the root of things, so I set to work 
to learn how to make shoes, and I came to the very matter-of-fact 
and every-day conclusion that it was nothing more nor less than 
all the leisure shoemakers have to chatter over their work which turns 
them into discontented politicians ; for discontented they are, as they 
have not yet got what they want. 

I found shoeraaking very pleasant and amusing work, and as I 
had nobody to chatter to, I did so to my own thoughts, and I will 
here jot down those parts of the conversation which offer sugges- 
tions^for the happiness of the greatest number, on what I venture 
to think is a better basis than shoemakers’ Socialism. 

It would, of course, be possible .to have time to talk without 
airing grievances which would lead one to Socialism, but my observa¬ 
tions led me to the conclusion that shoemakers have some special 
difficulties in life to contend with. 

Shoemaking, it is true, requires no particular effort of the mind 
or body as long as you remain in thq^ beaten track, but here comes 
in the critx of the matter. Unless you are a heaven-born genius you 
have no hope of ever achieving the slightes*; distinction, and it is 
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quite clear,* by the extraordinary mass of bad shoes that are made 
all over the world, that very few heaven-born geniuses go into the 
trade. 

It is irritating never to get any furthej*, and it leads to dis¬ 
satisfaction, and dissatisfaction, especially when there is so much time 
for talk, leads to mischief. ^ 

I can at this moment only remember one ^hoemaking genius, 
unless we include the resourceful Ca^ain of Kopcnick, and he, like 
the former, did not show his genius in shoemaking. Jaoob Bohme’s 
greatness lay in me^aphysicS and* transcendentalism, and I believe 
that, were the truth known, both he and the famous captain were 
cobblers, which opens a much widei^ field of action, as cobblers can 
turn their hands to anything. 

Jacob Bohme, the ‘ Illumine ’ and occultist, believed in.Reincar- 
nation, and, therefore, instead of being dissatisfied with his lot, made 
or mended his shoes to the best of his ability, and vith perfect 
serenity and contentment, persuaded that there must be some hiatus 
in his character which, in order to be well filled up, rounded off, ffnd 
polished over, required his making shoes, or mending them, during 
this one short incarnation of his. Only those who are far advanced 
in the philosophy of life, and who have already many incarnations 
behind them, incarnations which have formed their minds and 
characters, will accept an adverse fate as a further step to perfection. 
They submit to the sorrows, trials, and disappointments of life with 
resignation, for they know that it means advance. 

It is impossible hero to enter fully into the intricacies of Reincarna¬ 
tion, and though a large number of the more thoughtful public now 
believe in it, I will, in order to make myself clear to those to whom 
the theme is new, say that when I speak of young souls I mean those 
newly evolved into humanity, or who, at all events, have only a 
few incarnations behind them. It is probable l;hat shoemakers in the 
aggregate are young, elementary, and unformed souls, who fret and 
fume at what they consider the injustice of their lot, and tins leads 
them to Socialism. • 

Socialism! This word we hear everywhere and in every country 
at the present moment, and in every mouth it has a different significa¬ 
tion. • • ■ • 


What is it really, and where does it exist ? 

Metastasio’s squib on the flJlelity of lovers seems to suit it exactly. 


La feJe de^li amanti 
L come I’Araba Femcc : 
Che ci sia ciaseun lo dice ; 
Dove sia nessun lo sa. 


The faith of lovers 
Is like the Arabian I’ha-nix : • 
That )t*e5listH, everyone says; 
Where it is, nobody knows. 


# 

In theory Socialism is most seductive. DelUghtful writers, like 
W'illiam Morris a*nd others of that school, have given*us poetic pictures 
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of a world where all are equal, where work is pleasure and no pay¬ 
ment given or received. No mention is made in those amusing fairy 
tales of food or other necessities of life, and they are founded on the 
sjipposition that the wqrld is peopled tvith archangels only. Bu^ the 
necessities exist, and the a'rchangcls don’t. The experiment might, 
therefore, prove neither safe^nor agreeable. 

In practice, at least up to the present moment, Socialism differs 
considerably from these idyllid recitals. In spite of all ray researches 
I have never yet been able to find a Socialist willing to divide his 
substance, if he had any, with his fellows. 

I travelled the other day with the manager of one of the greatest 
motor work^ in Northern It^ly, and he told me that his many 
thousand workmen were all Socialists. 

‘ And do the more skilled ones, who receive higher wages, divide 
with tlje others ? ’ I asked sympathetically. 

‘ Oh, nd,’ he said, ‘ they only all want more.’ 

In fact, the only man of whom I ever beard that he acted up to 
sdcialjstic principles, thongh he was not one by cf)nviction, was one 
of the Rothschilds at Vienna. 

One day 'an unemployed workman came to him, anathematising 
him for his lieartlessness, and preaching equal division. 

The baron listened patiently, and when the man had done he 
said : 

‘Very well, you say I have so many millions which ought to be 
equally divided in the country. There are so-and-so many inhabi¬ 
tants in the Austrian Empire, therefore each person would receive; 
nine florins and twenty kreuzers. Here are nine florins and twenty 
kreuzers ; they arc your part.. Good-bye, and don’t bother me any 
more.’ 

The, lesson the baron enforced by his action, though a very simple 
one, is apparently a, very difficult one for the socialistic mind to 
master. 

The unemployed was no better off than he had been before, and 
had the baron gone on with the just distribution of his money, nobody 
would have been the better for it. The only difference it would have 
made was tha,t it would have left him a beggar. 

It'is the tendency of to-day to level evejything with the idea of 
equalising the position of all. But, much as this may be tried, it' 
can/iot be done, for there are gifts which come straight from God, 
which never can be divided, and which are some of the greatest powers 
on earth, even more than money. Such, for instance, are a man’s 
brains, his character,'cleverness, and wit; a woman’s grace, charm, 
and beauty. Factors such as these will always disturb the equilibrium 
of every artificial distribution. The Aardinal mistake the Socialists 
make is that th^y are bent upon levelling down, when they ought, 
if they have the real weal of humanity at hear^, to level up. 
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There iS one theory, or let us rather say belief, which, if it goes on 
spreading as it has done within the last few years, may perhaps 
victoriously cope with the warped ideals of the disappointed in this 
world. . • , 

The ever-increasing masses of those who study Eeincarnation and 
believe in it, know that every soul when i+ has to reincarnate asks for, 
accepts or is given, the place most a<fapted to Es mental state and 
future requirements to bring it fo perfection. 

Thus a young soul which has only lately evolved into humanity 
will generally be placed in position and surroundings in which its 
ignorance, its lower instincts, and unbridled passions cannot work 
the harm they would in a high, powerful, and responsible situation. 

I cannot here enter far into these complex and yet so wonderfully 
rational and clearly defined problems, but all initiates, serious theo- 
sophists, and spiritualists, as well as the many who have intuitions 
amounting to recollection of former lives, know that this is the rule, 
though it sometimes happens that young, unformed, and inexperi¬ 
enced souls arc placed in positions to which they are absolutely Un¬ 
equal, and that high and noble souls, who have in man^ lives, through 
fierce trials, eliminated all bad instincts, appear in* the humblest 
situations amongst the most squalid surroundings. 

These latter arc souls that have accepted missions, and they 
work by levelling up, by lifting the young souls that surround them 
into the clear atmosphere of duty, content, and harmony. 

Many will certainly urge that as wo cast our eyes over the higher 
social sphere there are a great many souls not fit for their positions. 
This is because the higher the soul rises, the more is asked of it, am] 
it takes a very long time, almost countless incarnations, to perfect a 
soul. 

Not only the very highest qualities of a soul have to be considered, 
but also the secondary ones, which are chiefly, reqmired to round off 
and lubricate, if I may be allowtid to use this term, the higher ones. 
Some of these secondary qualities are culture, courtesy, grace, appre¬ 
ciation, gentleness, perception, •tact, &,c. Though these qualities 
stand on the second line below truth, justice, moral courage, generosity, 
and unselfishness, they are slow and difficult to learn, an^ are eminently 
the attribute of older s«uls, who sometimes acquire them before they 
are well grounded in the liigbej* virtues, which give their proper value 
to the secondary ones. We nlust, therefore, as we mount up ii^ the 
social scale, be,prepared to meet as many imperfections as we make 
up our mind to accept amongst what 1 would like to call the younger 
orders, only that the imperfections of the* latter are generally of 
another kind and on another level. 

If it could be impressed »pon the consciousness of nations that 
it is not a question of higher or l&wer orders, but <h qlder and younger 
souls, and that it Ues*in everybody’s power to continually improve 
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their position, liow much heartburning, bitterness, and misunder¬ 
standing, how much sorrow and misery would be eliminated ! 

The older souls would then remember that they also, in dim ages 
long gone by, have suffered and slaved through lives of pain and 
misery, lives probably far exJceeding in horrors those of their younger 
brethren, who have been bor^ into days of greater justice and less 
cruelty, in a world Which is constantly exerting itself to relieve them 
in every way. ' 

If older eouls would always remember the elementary state of the 
younger ones, they would not be icnpati'ent with,their want of under¬ 
standing, as they often arc at present, but hold out a guiding hand 
and watch oyer them, firmly keeping them to their work and their 
duty, so as to give them the best chance of advancing and bettering 
themselves in another incarnation. 

No Rearing down of social distinctions, no nationalising of private 
property oi* distribution of money can benefit the‘younger souls. 
They are artificial devices which, instead of helping them, only en- 
da'Ugej: their future welfare. Souls only grow by their own effort^s 
or great trials‘and sorrows. 

The surest'way to advance for all souls is cmistant, conscientious, 
and harmonious work. St. Francis of Assisi, that holiest and most 
inspired of saints, who so often has lifted up for mortal eyes a corner 
of tl)e veil which hides the hereafter, has truly said : 

‘ Work is a prayer that lifts up the soul to God.’ 

Even if politics were not what they are, and Ministers were not 
the slaves of majorities, it is doubtful whether any laws could be 
framed to make a people happy, unless they were prepared for their 
reception. 

As things arc now in almost every country, the greaterthe advance 
towardfi so-called Socialism, the less the liberty, the less the happi¬ 
ness. The homt? is the cradle of a nation’s prosperity, and all legisla¬ 
tion now tends towards its destruction. Notliing is done to instruct 
the great masses in the simplest rules of hygiene and to teach them to 
prefer nourishing wholemeal bread l-o the atrocious compound they 
cat, and pure milk to the bitter and poisonous tea which they im¬ 
bibe ; and y^t things like tlicse go to the very roots of a nation’s 
happfhess,* and to legislate for them is truo Socialism, for it means 
the prosperity of all. A great and patriotic Government ought to^.... 
carp about these things, and be able'to look further than the votes 
they hope to catch. ’ ^ 

JThe all-important question is not how to create the happiness of 
a certain person, or a certain class, but to distribute as much happi¬ 
ness as possible into the whole country, the whole world. This 
cannot be obtained by any par1icular««theories, not even by Socialism 
or Anarchism put^into practice ; iildeed, the latter being absolutely 
destructive, it positively withdraws great elefiients of happiness from 
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the maasea, Vhen, on the contraiy, everybody’s aim ought to be 
to build up and create as much prosperity and contentment as 
possible. 

Socialism is a fallacy because it is impracticable. It is, like death, 
not a state, but only a ddor through which you pass. It cannot 
become a state of things, because its basis for ever shifts, and it would 
be the greatest misfortune to mankind if it could become a state, 
as it would mean a return to the early ftncivilised beginnings of man¬ 
kind. It would mean complete stagnation, a paralysis .of private 
enterprise, the disappearance ^)f pi-ivate charity, and not only the 
levelling of fortunes, but also the sweeping away of everything beautiful, 
high and noble; a sordid existence and an absolute bar to advance 
of any kind. 

When the theory of Reincarnation becomes better understood by 
the great masses, they will see that it is the individual effort alone 
which advances the soul, so that in another life it can take a higher 
place. There is no good in pushing on aitificially people into posi¬ 
tions they are not fit or ready to take, and which they cannot fill 
with dignity to themselves or jirofit to others, whilst in'some sirrijiler 
walk of life they might have recognised the necessity of effort, and 
ativersity would have strengthened their character and developed 
their higher qualities. 

We sec this in people as in nations, and it would be easy to cit,e 
many examples when decline and corruption set in because prosperity 
came too soon, and before the temper and the character of the indi¬ 
vidual or the nation had been sulliciently steeled and purified by 
effort and adversity. 

A high position inadequately filled means a relapse and punish¬ 
ment in future incarnations. 

It- is curious that- often those who suffer greatly in this world, 
apparently through no fault of their own, seldom c«mplain, because 
they have a vague feeling that 'somehow their misfortunes are de¬ 
served. This is no original remark of mine, but one often made by 
t-hc greatest authorities on occult matters. 

The feeling that he is paying for faults committed in another 
incarnation makes the sufferer bear his pain with resignation, and 
accept it as a step in th« soul’s advance. • 

» Reincarnation teaches resignation, that most dignified of qualities, 
without which we cannot rise into higher spheres. ^ 

It is only natural that those who beliSve that one short span of 
life in the body is the only chance they will ever have, are discon¬ 
tented and often distracted and despairing if»tbeir lot is not a happy 
one, and also that those who have thoroughly enjoyed themselves 
are equally unhappy at the thf)ught that they will never have such a 
good time again. Neither of thesn can be resignecA 

The happy ones, oif the contrary, who have grasped the wonderful 
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mystery of Keincarnaiion, who know that chance succeeds chance, 
that no effort is wasted, that everything they acquire is laid in store 
for them, know that it depends on themselves alone to make their 
Jives more and more happy, elevated,* and usetul. 

It is the endless complexity of the great secret of Keincamation 
which makes it so difficult to explain in all its details and apparent 
contradictions. Many souls have intuitively accepted it, as a great 
truth, which has suddenly changed the whole tenor of their lives, and 
they do m)t try to explain a thing, which in their inmost hearts they 
‘ know.’ , * 

This is the same with all religions, but Reincarnation is not 
a religion, as many think. Tt^is simply the discovery of a fact which 
gives a clearer, deeper insight into religion, and into all the unseen 
springs of life. Those who are so far advanced that they begin to 
remember the acquisitions of former lives will have the world at their 
feet. 

All great poets, writers, and artists belong to that class, as well 
as men and women who distinguish themselves in other ways, but 
wonderful irfsight into their past is sometimes found amongst the very 
humble and uneducated, in our modem acceptance of this word. 
This means generally that some mission or task has been entrust/od 
to them, a mission to the young and lowly souls with whom they are 
surrounded and whose consciousness they can better reach by being 
in that outward humble condition. 

These missions explain to us many mysteries of noble and highly 
refined souls in the most incongruous surroundings. Such souls 
often become martyrs to some great cause, not as a punishment to 
themselves but as an example to young and elemental ones. 

The masses are generally composed of young souls. Who by work 
and the rub of life have to shape themselves or rather get shaped into 
something better. JVIany have gone through this phase as slaves, 
perhaps in the ancient world, or'even in times of which the very 
existence is forgotten, and some of these may even now have passed 
on to a less sorrowful star than oum is. Those who have lived, suffered 
and worked most are generally those who, their experience reaching 
through many scons, unconscious or rather subconscious though it may 
be, hsc CT are born to responsible positioiw. It does, however, not 
unfrequently happen that young souk attain great power, often 
a scourge. Such were Attila, Ivan' the Terrible, and many others 
who reigned through sheer brutality and with the^ fierceness of the 
tiger. When, as in the French Revolution, it happens that many 
younger souls get the lupper hand, it beconies a national misfortune, 
and France has never recovered from the damage they did. Younger 
souls are endowed with an elemental inapetus and directness of purpose, 
an animal indiffe/ence to destruction which invests them with a fatal 
power and strength, seldom possessed by did and tempered souls, 
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who have a* wide horizon and are restrained by thousands of con¬ 
siderations and memories of the past. 

The elemental soul has no reverence or affection for the past. 
As long as it attains its immediate object, iji cares nothing for the 
pain, ruin and sorrow of others. Lpok atr the bomb outrages. They 
are absolutely useless. But they are idre fixe of the elemental 
soul, and must be perpetrated though numberS of imiocents are 
maimed and killed. The petroleuses dhring the Commune were only 
elemental souls excited and let loose. They burnt the half of Paris, 
tliey did not know why, just fdi‘ the joy of destruction. 

It was said during the Russo-Japanese War that the reason why 
t.he latter acliieved such wonderful, successes was thpir belief in 
Reincarnation, wliich endowed them with the recollection of the ex¬ 
periences of other lives and pointed out to them the right way,'clearing 
up situations which othtrwise appeared inextricable. 

However thi.'» may be, it is quite certain that their bhlief in Re¬ 
incarnation inspired the Japanese during those troublous times with 
a courage, a resignation, a calm hitherto unrivalled under such eft- 
cumstanccs. It was the conse<|uence of a teaching impressed for 
thousands of years on souls whose aim it must alw&ys be to do 
their very best in every circumstance. Some authorities say that 
tlie Japanese are the only race of pure Atlanteans left in the world. 

Tf this be so, we may surmise that they derive their belief in 
Reincarnation from those ancestors, those giants in mind and body, 
who wrought tluur portentous rise and tremendous fall by the powers 
they acquired through the recollection of the accumulated experiences 
of successive lives. 

If Reincarnation were understood in the Western world, as it is in 
some parts of the East, how many social problems would be solved 
at once ! Tf, instead of setting up the fetish Socialism, which really 
means to the masses that the diligent and clevev shohld work for the 
lazy and stupid ones, these agita/ors wmuld press the. Government to 
make laws which would improve the physical capacity of the younger 
generation, and by this, their material prosperity, they would render 
a real service to Socialism. The unemployed a.re not a problem 
difficult to solve, it is the unemployable wliich we breed in greater 
masses every day, which «wamp the coilntry. * 

Instead of spending the nation’s money in tying "wretched little 
children down to desks to Icaril a lot of unnecessary things, besides 
t he few necessary ones, which they could with facihty master in three 
months when they are older, would it not be far better Socialisq^ to 
teach the boys trades by which they could li\*e,* and girls their home 
duties, of which the present generation are entirely ignorant ? 

It is a well-known fact thatf in countries where school attendance 
is not rigorously enforced, all the best workmen and' tjhe best servants 
are illiterate. Tliose wfio understand Reincarnation will easily grasp 
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the reason for this. The young soul which has no pre^ous store of 
knowledge has to learn everything from the beginning, and gets all 
its powers absorbed away by the mental work of school; nothing 
remains to spare for the handicraft or trade-by which they are to 
live. The more headwork'for children, the worse workmen a nation 
will have. 

If girls were taught to cook, to sweep, to wash, to iron, to make 
their own clothes, their husbands’ and their children’s, to turn their 
hands to everything, to leave their houses simple, but to make them 
bright and healthy, what cheerfulness and harmony would fill the 
world ! To create a perfect home, within whatever limits it may be, 
is what gives woman unlimited power, far greater than the rights they 
are so noisily clamouring for at present. It is impossible to obtain 
anything by making oneself ridiculous, and they have alienated the 
sympathies even of those who were well disposed to their cause. 
The foreign papers alluding to the suffragettes have an inkling of 
where the shoe pinches, and funnily say : 

‘ Of course they are all plain and badly dressed.’ 

If, instead of making this useless tapage, these ladies would 
devote themselves to nursing their babies, they would deserve well 
of their country, as successive generations of cow-fed infants will 
surely not improve the intellect of the nation. Later on all responsi¬ 
bilities are shuffled off on to school masters and mistresses, and the 
only thing the modern woman still seems to attend to, and that only 
in a kind of half-hearted way, as the latest returns of the birth-rate 
show, is bringing the children into the world. 

Socialism, as it has been preached for some time, has thrown 
weak minds off their balance. The question is not in what position 
a man or woman is. but how perfectly they fill it. A milkmaid in 
wooden pattens and with bare arms, who understands her business 
and does her duty Jaonestly and conscientiously, is far above a lady 
who, though she may be a great one in name, wastes her time in doing 
nothing. The one will arrive to perfection in her sphere and thus 
attain a great rise in a future existence, whilst the other one will 
relapse into the regions from which she emerged too soon into a life 
in which she^ mistook ease for laziness and wealth for luxury. 

fci Italy it .is the common expression of the poor to say ‘ far il 
Signore,’ which is synonymous for doing nothing. What a deoadenoa , 
of energy, ambition and ideals does this phrase disclose ! Are we 
standing on the brink of the same abyss in England,? 

Gigantic sums arc daily spent by public benefactors. If all that 
money had been psoperly adapted, surely there would not be one 
pauper in the country. Nowhere does private charity do as much, 
and yet the poor-rates get higher and higher and paupers more and 
more. It is not ^only the wasteful-administration of these vast sums 
which is the cause, but the very destination df many of these bequests 
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tends to increase the mischief. Take for instanc^e the millions 
Mr. Carnegie has spent on public libraries, over which I am told he 
does not even exercise a control in the choice of the books, and of 
which the masses only .read the most useless and frivolous part. To 
encourage the taste for light»literature does direct harm to the young. 
It debilitates their minds and incapacitates them for work and 
exertion. ' . 

It is sufficient to see when trjfvcflir:^, young boys and girls, even 
in third-class compartments, with armfuls of illustrated papers and 
magazines, to understand wIiotc th(iir money goes and what makes 
them so useless and inefficient. Any form of manual labour is better 
for young souls than deviating their weak and unformed powers into 
useless reading. * 

Division of property is of course a childish device, but it i^ every¬ 
body’s duty to put their shoulder to the wheel, to do what lies in their 
power to increasa the happiness of those around them. 

Every man and woman who create something good or great with 
their brains or their hands are Socialists, for the idea, the invention, 
is spread and given away and seized upon by otliers, who make it 
their own, by giving it the impress of their minds. 

Those who liave no brains or clever hands, but have other posses¬ 
sions, such as fine houses, pictures, parks, &c., also act in the socialistic 
sense if they allow others a view and enjoyment of these things. It 
must not be forgotten that they have the care, the expense, the 
responsibility and troubles such possessions entail, and that those 
who come to see them have the pleasure only. 

Those who wish to destroy such private possessions do not re¬ 
member that they put nothing in their place, and that everything 
would thus be reduced to a hideous and miserable dead level. 

Such feelings are often dictated by jealousy and want of reflection, 
which are qualities naturally inherent to youn^ soujs, and it* is on 
these qualities that the agitators play. 

England is the country where such ideas have taken the least 
root up to this time, principally, and rightly so, because up to now 
Englishmen have looked upon thcmselv^es as the finest fellows in the 
world, and therefore the canker of jealousy has not gnawed so much 
at their vitals as at those; of less fortunate and younger natians. 

., Modern theories are, however, undermining this wholesome self- 
assurance. Instead of the nati@n being proud of being the greatest 
power in the world and gladly assuming irs responsibilities towards 
its colonies and dependencies and all the unformed and elemental 
souls of the wild tribes under its dominion, a#responsibility whicti it 
is far more fit to discharge than any other nation, it is now taught that 
it is better to creep back into i^s former little shell, only to think of 
its own interests and give up helping others. • 

Instead of forcing ifnpractical socialistic theories on the people, 
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theories which if put into practice could only end in a general game 
of grab and Anarchism, would it not be a much higher and nobler aim 
to interest them in the welfare of our vast Empire, in the protection 
of young and struggling communities and tEe civilising of hardly 
evolved races, a task for which no other nation is yet ripe ? * 

. To ensure the prosperity of the greatest Empire the world has yet 
seen, that would indeed be true and really grand Socialism. 

r» 

Walbttuga Pagict. 
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THE READING OF THE COLONIAL. GIRL 

Tn February last Miss Florence B. Low contributed to this Review 
an article, a jcreniiad it might be called, on ‘ 1’hc Reading of the 
Modern (Jirl.’ Many who read that article, especially such were 
still young enough clcarh to remember their own school-days, must 
have felt that if 'this fairly represented the intellectual level of the 
girl of to-day, then there was a great dilTerence between her and the 
girl of yesterday, and, they hoped, the girl of to-morrow. It happened: 
that among the most interested readers of Miss Low’s* paper were 
certain colonially educated women. Jt niiglit be true* of English 
girls, they admitted, but surely, luibiss things were very much changed 
in a ver^'^ few years, it could not lie true of the girls in the best ('olonial 
high schools. 

This suggested trying to find out what the girls in as many as 
possible of our (Colonies and dependencies really do read, and in what 
direction their tastes lie. To this end tJie luiique opportunities and 
knowledge of the League of the Empire were utihsed. This society 
exists for the purpose of furthering the federation of the Empire in 
education, and one branch of its work is the ‘ linking,’ so to speak, of 
two schools of similar grade in different parts of the Empire for 
exchange and comparison of descriptive letters, essays/ or other work. 
One school is generally, though riot always, in Great Britain, and 
the other in India or in some Colony. As the League has now branches 
and representatives in every part* of the Empire, from India to 
Barbados, and from Canada to Malta, it is in touch with a great variety 
of schools. A new list of questions was drawn up on a^much more 
liberal basis, T venture to think, than'the list the replies 40 which 
drew forth Miss Low’s lament on the decay of culture -in the modern 

girl. The following were the q[uestions sent out: 

• • 

1. What books do you lead for recieatioii V 

2. Whicli novels have you read of th^ following writers ;—Scott, Thackeray, 

Dickens, Kingsley ? • * 

а. Of the following living novelists:—IMeredith, Kipling, liider Uaggaid, 
Gilbert Parker, Conan Doylo, Bari-iOj? 

4. Name any novels you have read by the folloving^ women writers:— 
George Eliot, Jane Aysten, ^harlotte Bronte. i 

б. Name any nqvels that interest you by other writers than these. 

989 
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6. Which English classics do you like best ? r ' 

7. Which poets ? 

8. What are your favourite poems ? 

9. What is your favourite study ? What books do you read in connection 

.with it ? ' c. 

10. What is your favourita hobby ? What> books do you read in connection 
with it ? 

11. Do the daily, or weekly newspapers interest you*? If so, what parts? 

12. Which of the monthly magazines do you road ? 

As Miss Low’s remarks only applied to British high-school girls 
between the ages of fifteen and eighteen, it was only colonial high- 
school girls between those ages who were asked to fill up the forms. 
All these answers have naturally taken some months to collect. More¬ 
over, partly because it was felt that perhaps the modern English girl 
had b^en too hastily condemned, and partly because it was thought 
that a few comparisons would be interesting, hundreds of papers were 
sent out tc British high schools, among them some of the best standing. 

It will be seen that the League of the Empire questions afford 
riuch more scope than Miss Low’s for individual tastes. Those who 
drafted them were specially anxious to draw out a girl’s general 
intelligence. If she had any strong bent, any serious tastes, she^^was 
given every opportunity of exhibiting them. Of course it is not fair 
to judge a girl’s intelligence and capability on her reading alone; 
on going through all these papers that was most forcibly brought 
before me. Many a girl whose answers to questions 2, 3, 4 and even 5 
were poor, was yet obviously not unintelligent. Her tastes did not 
lie in the direction of reading standard authors. Sometimes she was 
distinctly musical, and read the lives of composers; or she might 
have a strong bent towards nature-study and read The Countryside, 
The Field, Country Life, and the works of Ernest SetOn Thompson, 
while on her country walks in search of specimens she might even 
take as a companion Mr. E. V. Lucas’s The O'Pen Road. But for all 
that she might have small Scott and less Thackeray. Or she might 
very well be a girl of artistic tastes, and read Buskin, The Studio, or 
artists’ lives. v 

The many hundreds of papers 1 examined only bore out Miss Low’s 
conclusions up to a certain point, even so far as British girls are con¬ 
cerned. .Miss Low’s girls often ‘could not read’ Jane Austen; but 
judging from the papers I have gone through, it is safe to say that the 
more intelligent girls have generally read three or four of hers, and 
often five or six, sometinies all. Even girls of fifteen have often had 
a very creditable record as regards Jane Austen. 

' ‘ Mrs. Ewing they ihardly knew.’ I am sorry to say I have seen 
nothing to controvert this statement of Miss Low’s. At any rate, 
Mrs. Ewing is rarely mentioned, whetiier by a Colonial or by a British 
girl, but when shb is mentioned, it'is usually by a girl of exceptional 
intelligence an<i taste. A Barbados girl mentioned Jackanapes and 
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thin of the WJ,ndmill, and a South Australian girl ‘ many ’ of Mrs. 
Ewing’s books. Of another graceful writer I found no mention either— 
Mrs. Gatty—except in the case of one girl whose tastes were evidently 
for animals rather than for books, but who read Parables from Nature 
along* with books on cals, cat,-keeping bein^ hef favourite hobby. * 

‘ Nor,’ Miss Low continues, ‘ in a* much lower category,’ did they 
know Miss Alcott. This statement I have foun^ confirmed with 
regard to British girls’ reading, 4;hough ^ven as I write a new edition 
of Little Women and its sister books is announced as out; but the 
Colonial girls’ papers gave a diametrically opposite result.’ In them 
Miss Alcott is a good Second in the list of most frequently mentioned 
writers, sometimes one, sometimes another, sometimes all the Little 
Women series being put down as favourites. 

‘ Mrs. Gaskell seems to find few girl readers.’ Among the better- 
read British girls whose papers I went through, she finds a great 
many. She comes seventh out of a list of ten most read authors, 
though it is nearly always Cranford which is named. Once or twice 
I have found Mary Barton or Wives and Daughters mentioned, but 
Sylvia's Lovers never. Perhaps the Knutsford edition may remedy 
this. Colonials, however, it would seem, road Mrs. Gaskell very 
little. 

But in judging and drawing inferences from papers like these, 
two facts must always be borne in mind. As regards their reading, 
girls evidently tend to follow one another rather like sheep. In one 
school one author will be highly popular. Nearly every girl will 
mention one or more of his or her books. In another school, perhaps 
in the same town, or same colony, and similar in grade, the same 
author will hardly once be referred to. Also, Colonial high schools 
arc inevitably much • more mixed than British high schools. Yet 
Colonial girls whoso opportunities may fairly be compared with those 
of their British sisters, are usually quite as well read for theiu^ ages, 
and they generally read far fewer ^ girls’ ’ books. The general averages 
of the Colonial girls’ papers are greatly pulled down and their net 
resixlts much affected because several Indian schools are included 
with native girls whose knowledge of English is not perfect enough 
for them to be well read, and because also several South African 
schools sending in papers have a considerable element of Dutch 
girls or girls brought up in such conditions as to have had no chance 
of gratifying a taste for reading ^nd httle of forming one. 

The bright climates and open-air life of many Colonies, and the 
fact that most CWonial girls have to take a turn in domestic work of 
one Icind or another, ofto*i mihtate* against their spending very much 
of their leisiu*e over books. A yomig Colony has rarely a literary 
atmosphere, though everyone well acquainted with Colonial life must 
have noticed how surprisingly we^-read many Colonials are, notwith¬ 
standing. The mietresa* of a Natal school says that Very often when 
VoL. L.\—No. 8j8 3 <4 
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a girl comes to her school ‘ she has read nothing ; her leisure has be6n 
spent out of doors. But every year,’ she adds, ‘ is making a difference 
in this Colony; the average girl of 1906 reads far more than the 
average girl of 1895.’ » 

Inevitably girls tedd tg read either cjassics constantly alludfed to, 
such as Oliver Twist, Pickwick, Nicholas Nickhhy, Vanity Fair, 
Pendennis, The HoaH of Miilothian and others of the Waverley Novels, 
The Vicar of Wakefield and ,T/fe Pilgrim's Progress, or simply books 
of the da 3 r that they hear talked about. Writers like Miss Thackeray 
or Miss Mulock (Mrs. Craik), rather old-fashioned and hardly classics, 
they are much more likely to neglect. I cannot remember to have 
found a single allusion to Miss Thackeray by a girl in any part of the 
Empire. John Halifax, Gentleman, seems much read by Colonials, 
and certainly not forgotten by British girls ; but there was no mention 
of any other of Mrs. (Jraik’s works. 

eSrtaiq results of these papers were surprising. Qne would have ex¬ 
pected Alice's Adventures in Wonderland and Through the Looking-glass 
to have been more often mentioned. Colonials include them among 
their favouuite books far oftener than British girls. On the otlicr 
hand, it was good to find that many of the better-read girls mentioned 
The Vicar of Wakefield, and that R. L. Stevenson finds so many 
readers, and not only of his novels. In the best Colonial papers his 
works are generally much to the fore, and Scotch girls are particularly 
loyal to him. Dumas figures quite prominently in the best British 
girls’ papers ; and there is even occasional mention of Balzac, Daudet 
and Victor Hugo, while one fifteen-year-old maiden has read Lourdes. 
Charles Readc is often mentioned (though nearly always It is Never 
too Late to Mend), and Blackmore quite often, though comparatively 
seldom any of his v^orks but Lorna Doone. Marie Corelli comes ninth 
on the list of the British girls’ favourite authors ; and seventh on the 
Coloifial girls’ ^ist; but it must be admitted that in the best papers 
she generally takes‘a very back seat. Miss Yongc figures far more 
prominently than might have been expected, especially considering 
Miss Low’s remarks. In the Colonial girls’ list she is above Marie 
Corelli, and is very often cited by English girls also. 

It is not surprising that few girls, British or Colonial, mention 
suchk writjers as Gissing, Mr. JI. G. Wells, Mr. Henry James, or Mr. 
Robert Hichejis, and not very many name any of Mrs. Humphry 
Ward’s books. But it might have been expected, especially consider¬ 
ing the remarkable popularity of gardening and other hobbies con¬ 
nected with flowers, that Elizabeth and her German Garden and the 
other Elizabeth books,would hav6 been often mentioned, but it only 
very rarely happens that this is so. I have sought in vain for a 
mention of Jean Ingelow’s stories J^Studies for Stories, A Sister's 
Bye-hours and o^her collections). . One Barbados girl speaks of her 
poems, and that is all. Nor was any meiftion to be found of the 
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d^ightful works of the late Miss Anne Manning, The Household of 
Sir Thomas More, The Maiden and Married Life of Mary Powell, 
afterwards Mistress Milton, The Old Chelsea Bun-house, and others, 
some pi them happily nt)w being*reprinted. It is certainly a pity that* 
two such graceful writers as Jean Ingelow and Anne Manning should 
be neglected, and surely this matters ij^uch more than that Mrs. 
Craik and Miss Thackeray shoultj be lij:tle read. 

These papers have naturally revealed certain general differences 
between the British and the Colonial girl. Undoubtedly, fls already 
hinted, the Colonial is usually tlie oldfer for her years. When sixteen 
and seventeen, she tends to put away such girlish things as Mrs. L. T. 
Meade, for instancy, and long before this age of discretion she usually 
scorns girls’ magazines. Speaking from recollection, few, if any, of 
the girls of even fifteen at my own Colonial school but would have 
scorned them also. Numbers of Englisli girls, however, of si#cteen 
and a half, seventeen, seventeen and a half, almost eighteen, do not 
s(*(‘tn to do so. The Colonial has a stronger preference even than the 
Ilritish girl for boys’ stories, especially hoys’ school stories, whieff 
seem even more delightful than girls’ school stories, and The Hill, Mr. 
Vacholl’s interesting story of Harrow life, has found many*girl readers 
all over the world; while Tom Brown's Schooldays is still popular as 
ever. The Colonial girl is also devoted to adventure books, often of 
the hair-lireadth escape, somewhat bloodcurdling order. This 
tendency is especially noticeable in the South Africans, and it is a 
problem for students of the influence of environment whether the 
veldt may not have something to do with this. 

One thing is very marked—a Colonial girl usually rmnitions a great 
many more books in. her answers to questions 1 and -h than her 
British sister troubles to do. Constantly the Colonial girl’s list in 
5 stretches over-page and far away down the back of her answer 
sheet in small writing. • * 

Considering that they live in lands with no history in the English 
sense of the word, Colonial girls seem remarkably fond of historical— 
some unkind folk would call them pseudo-historical—novels. History 
is also very often their favourite study. 

Colonial girls have generally a laudable tendency t«o j)atronise 
Ideal industry by reading *the works of’Colonial novelists, especially 
sifch as deal with their own Colony. With the Australian girls, for 
instance, Ethel Turner is immensely populj^ ; and other Australian 
novelists, such^as ilolf Boldrewood and Guy Boothby, with a goodly 
proportion of Americans such as Booth Tarkington and ‘ Mrs. Wiggs ’ 
of cabbage-patch fame, Owen Wister, Winston Churchill, and 
Ralph Connor, are also popular. Among the writers mentioned 
by Canadian girls, it is hardly surprising to find a st^ll larger propor¬ 
tion of Americans, ,Ralpti Connor, Hawthorne, Mark'Twain, L. M. 
Alcott, Frank Norris, Winston (Jhurchill, and Kate Douglas Wiggin 
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preponderating. Indeed, one seventeen-year-old Canadfan, answeri^ 
question 1, saj^ : Mrs. Wiggs, Lovey Mary, Rebecca of Sunnybrook 
Farm, The Little Shepherd of Kingdom Come, To Have and to Hold, 
•The Masquerader, The Pit, The Call of the Wild, Calumet K., Three 
Men in a Bool. That i^, alnxost entirely Colonial and American 
books. Ernest Seton Thompson finds favour not only with Canadians, 
but with many English girls with a taste for natural history. 

The Indian and Cingalese ^irls are much the youngest set, and often 
under age,‘ which accounts for their reading far more ‘ story books ’ 
and children’s books, such as Hesba'^Stretton’s and the Pansy and 
Elsie Series, than any other set of girls. They, however, alone mention 
Colonel Meadows Taylor’s Indian tales. Most of these girls were 
still young enough to enjoy such old favourites as The Wide. Wide 
World,'■'Stepping Heavenward, and The Lamplighter, and such writers 
as Mbs. Meade and Rosa N. Carey, and, it is good to be able to add, 
Lewis Carroll. A fair comparison, however, with other girls in the 
Colonies or Great Britain is very hard to institute. One paper, 
tolerably good for fifteen years, and extremely candid, came from 
Hong-Kong. ‘ No time for hobbies, too many lessons,’ is the answer 
to question 10 ; and ‘ not fond of stiidying anything for long,’ the 
frank avowal in reply to question 9. 

A number of interesting papers came from Barbados, mentioning 
a very varied selection mostly of modem books, but with a fair pro¬ 
portion of the approved old favourites such as Miss Yonge’s stories. 

Coming to the different questions in detail, the South African 
girls, who are often country bred and of Dutch descent, show a strong 
preference for history and adventure. No girls mention so many 
historical novels, and many of them are well read in Scott, one recording 
twenty-four ! One young lady of fifteen informs us : ‘ My reading is 
of a "aried kind. According to the mood I happen to be in, I read 
light novels, Dickens, books of travel and adventure, biographies, 
poems, and plays, &o.’ A great many American authors are men¬ 
tioned here also—American writers for some years past seem to have 
been becoming more and more poI)ular in the Colonies. The Story of 
a South African Farm, however, is rarely, if ever, cited. The novels 
mentioned by the South Africans are so various, that beyond noting 
the large" number of girls’ books, historicahtales, and adventure and 
school stories, it is very difficult to,, generalise. Henty figures prt- 
mmently, but the girls, as a rule, are rather young as compared with 
the British girls. 

-Some of the New Zealand girls’ papers w;ere equal to the very best 
English or Scotch, aild*thc varied nature of their reading was astonish¬ 
ing. No girls, perhaps, showed quite so much variety in their choice 
of authors. ‘ 

In que8tion^2, Dickens is certainly the most widely read novelist, 
whether in Great Britain or in any of the Colonies. But the long lists 
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^ Scott’s works to the credit of almost all the well-read and intelligent 
girls of the Empire, would delight the heart of Mr. Andrew Lang. 
Sometimes all Scott is mentioned. Kingsley is also very much read 
on the whole, especially The looter Babies, The Heroes, and Westward 
Ho r Thackeray is naturally the least, rerfd by girls, who seerfi 
generally to begin with Vanity Fair. On the whole, the evidence 
goes to show that, as far as standard**novelist8,go, whenever the 
Colonial girl comes from at all htetar^y surroundings, she certainly 
does not neglect them. 

Coming to the living authars asked about (question 3], very few 
girls, British or Colonial, have read any works by Mr. Meredith, and 
a sad number confuse him with the late Henry Seton Merriman. 
When Mr. Meredkh has been read at hll, it is generally Diana of the 
Crossways, Rhoda Fleming, or One of Our Conquerors. Girls extremely 
well read, otherwise, have not ventured upon him, however. The 
Colonial gives njost votes to Mr. Rider Haggard ; but Mr. Rftdyard 
Kipling is very little behijid in popularity, and, perhaps, if some of 
the girls were more certain about their authors, he would not be behind 
at all. Next in order of popularity is Sir Conan Doyle—good third ; 
while Mr. J. M. Barrie is a very poor fourth, hardly gettjng a sixth of 
Sir Conan Doyle’s votes. Canada alone has saved Sir Gilbert Parker’s 
novels from the bottom place ; without her help, even Mr. Meredith 
would have scored more heavily. Mr. Kipling’s Just-So Stories and 
Kim are, perhaps, l^he most popular of his works. Mr. Rider Haggard’s 
books seem fairly equally read, but Sir Conan Doyle’s immense popu¬ 
larity with girls, whether in Great Britain or in the Colonies, certainly 
rests chiefly on the Sherlock Holmes series. 

This article professedly deals with the reading of the Colonial 
girl, yet the extent to which she tends to gang her own gait can 
luirdly be gauged without some comparisons. Therefore, without 
being sent back to my sheep again, I hope I may ^say that femong 
British girls the most popular of these five living novelists are Sir 
Conan Doyle, Mr. Kipling, and Mr. Rider Haggard. There is really 
little apparent difference in their popularity ; but if the best papers 
only were judged, Mr. Kipling would come out first. Mr. J. M. Barrie 
is much more read by British than by Colonial girls, for whom he is 
.probably both too Scotch and too sentimental. In ScStl^nd and in 
the north of England, however, he had enough votes to rank him 
fourth, but a very bad fourth, again hardly getting one-sixth as 
much mention as Sir Conan Doyle. Mr. Meredith’s works hfead 
all the others in point of number in one answer only, and then the 
paper is that of a girl of nearly eighteen, whqpe answers show htfr to 
be exceptional. 

As to the three great womeij novelists, among the Colonials George 
Eliot comes easily first, and Jane Austen a very fair ihird. Generally, 
it is The Mill on the Fhss, Pride and Prejudice, and'ja^ie Eyre, that 
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are the most read. Jaiae Eyre particularly is everyvfhere, both lln 
Great Britain and the Colonies, tke favourite of Charlotte Bronte’s 
novels, though Shirley and Villette are very often mentioned. 

To one great blot on many girls’ papers I do not remember Miss 
Low’s referring—hazihess, about authors. Considering all things, 
English (I purposely do not say British) girls are worse in this 
respect than Colojiial. So iiaccurate are they, that it is very often 
difficult to know what they,really have read. For instance, a girl 
says she has read nothing of Jane Austen’s, and presently she is foimd 
putting down two of her books,to George Eliot! Of course, in the 
really good papers there is very little attributing of books to their 
wrong authors, but there are far too many girls of sixteen and seven¬ 
teen putting down Jane Austell’s works to Miss Yonge, for instance, 
and making other absolutely wild guesses. There is, as said before, 
constant confusion by English and Colonial alike of two entirely dis- 
similal: authors—Meredith and Mcrrinian. And thpugh fifteen and 
three-quarters from a Dutch farm or from the Canadian backwoods 
ipight be, perhaps, excused, for writing Domhey House and Little 
Dot,'‘or for c,onfusing Mr. Kipling and Mr. E. W. Hornung, it is not 
excusable wjien she comes from a British school with a world-wide 
reputation, nor can The Bishop oj Wakefield be allowed to pass from 
sixteen, also attending a famous British high school. Of course, 
Colonials do perpetrate ‘ howlers ’ with regard to authors, but not 
worse ‘ howlers ’ than those of their British sisters, and though they 
tend to be more shaky about authors, the very shaky ones arc generally 
able to plead extenuating circumstances, which could not be pleaded 
by any British girls. The Vale of Cedars (Aguilar) put dowm to Scott; 
The. Dove in the Eagle's Nest to Kingsley ; The Light that Failed fathered 
first on Thackeray and then on Dickens, before'finally Mr. Kiphng is 
settled on ; The Lilac Sunhonnet, attributed to George Eliot; some of 
Jane Austen’s ijovels credited to Thackeray, and Ships that Pass in 
the Night to Sir Conan Doyle, are all from girls brought up in utterly 
unliterary surroundings, and can all be equalled, if not excelled, by 
instances of carelessness taken fropi English girls’ answers. 

Sometimes, of course, Colonial papers show bad spelling ; but, as a 
rule, this is not the case. After going through a number of papers, 
many of tjhc&. shockingly ill-spelt, in fact p 98 itivcly ilhterate, from a, 
Briti^ high school, which, however, J trust and believe is, though 
famous, not typical, it was most refreshing to come upon a batch of 
Aufttralian papers, and find girls of sixteen and seventeen able to spell 
‘ Prejudice ’ {Pride and Prejudice) not only correctly, but correctly 
the “first time—surely«not such a very wonderful accomplishment, 
not half so wonderful as the many ways in which Sweet Sixteen and 
Sweet Seventeen at EngUsh schools irianaged to misspell this simple 
word. ‘ Preduce,i’ ‘ predjuduice,’ predjudice,’ ‘perjuice’—I have 
found them all and many more. And seventefen yedrs and ten months, 
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a^ter several'attempts and much scratching out, can only achieve 
‘ prcjuduce ! ’ ‘ Sensibility ’ brought many to the ground, and even 

so humble a word as ‘ sense ’ proved a stumbling-block and rock of 
ofEenpe unto several. No Colonial papers were^so bad in this respect. 

Coming to proper names,'there is.everywhere too much ‘ Dickins,’ 
‘ Jane Austin,’ and ‘ George Elliott,’ and naturally ‘ Anne of Geier- 
stein ’ caused much searching of evident^ fickle nfemories. But the 
Colonial, I think, has always tfie advantage in the homely and very 
necessary accomplishment pf spelling. • 

Too many girls, but not so*many Colonials proportionately, make 
‘ rattle-pated ’ replies. When asked, for instance, ‘ Which noveh 
have you read of the following authors ? ’ they include a number of 
poems in their answers ; and many evidently do not know what is 
meant either by ‘ classics ’ or by ‘ monthly magazines.’ In answering 
question 12 they mention a great number of weekly periodical^; and 
in answering question 6 (English classics) they include scJme writers 
who certainly are not, and almost as certainly never will be, classics. 

Perhaps the answers to questions 5 and 6 give a better nptidh 
than any others of a girl’s general intelligence and thd diversity of 
her reading. The most varied books are mentioned, sdtaic of them, 
one would think, much above the comprehension of their readers. 
One sixteen-year-old girl, for instance, mentions Horace Walpole’s 
Letters, Butler’s Analogy, The Wealth of Nations, and eleven poets, 
including Herrick, Herbert, Adelaide Procter, and Kingsley. 

Novels, historical and otherwise, mostly by living and too often 
by flimsy writers, naturally largely preponderate in the replies to 
question 5. This is true whether girls from Great Britain or from 
the Colonies are considered. But Stevenson, Charles Lamb’s Essays, 
Cranford, and The Vicar of Wakefield are all frequently mentioned 
as read by choice, be it observed. George MacDonald is comjnonly 
cited by Scotch girls, rarely by Colonials; Marion Grawford’s Eara- 
cinesca trilogy is still very popular, and there are many signs that 
Besant everywhere finds his share of girl readers. Plays are very 
rarely included by any girl in the llbt of her favourite books. 

Broadly speaking, in questions 5 and 6, the best British and the 
best Colonial papers show about the same width and, diversity of 
reading, but a higher proportion of the Colonial papers ^re really 
good. Personally, I should certainly be inclined to consider the 
ordinary British high-school girl more widely read than Miss J^ow 
does. Certainly#the Colonial girls’ papers, where they can be fairly 
compared with those of, British high-school girls, yield results ^ery 
different from those animadverted upon b^ ‘her. Sometimes, of 
course, a girl mentions Milton or Browning when, judging from the 
rest of her paper, one feels surfe that there is very little of either of 
those poets that she wquld appreciate or understand, but, generally 
speaking, the papers bear the most obvious marks of sincerity. Apart 
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from Shakespeare, Scott, Macaulay’s essays, Wordsworth, Goldsmith, 
Gray, and the other works read as ‘ school ’ classics, and, therefore, 
very often set down, there is frequent mention of Browning and 
^Irs. Browning, Moorq, the Canterbury Tales (this probably, only 
because they are often rfead in selecti6ns in schools), B 3 npon, and 
particularly Longfellow, evMently one of the average girl’s favourite 
poets. Bacon’s dnd Addison’s^ names often appear; more rarely 
Ruskin’s, Carlyle’s {The Ffench, Revolution or his Essays). The 
Pilgrim’s Progress is everywhere often mentioned. Keats is highly 
popular among the poets, and it’is every where, noticeable that poetry 
and essays predominate. Milton, especially the shorter poems, and 
Shakespeare’s plays are so o^jten mentioned that^it can hardly be 
always merely due to reading them in school. Matthew Arnold, 
Sheridan, Thomas Love Peacock, George Borrow, Rossetti, Pope, and 
‘ OmE^r Khayyam ’ are common favourites if rather the pick of the 
girls are selected ; otherwise they arc comparatively farcly alluded to. 
Australian girls read Adam Lindsay Gordon and A. B. Paterson. 
Except Shakespeare’s plays, drama is very rarely mentioned. 

In poetry'Tennyson is undoubtedly easily first in point of popularity, 
but Longfellow is not a bad second. It is chiefly Tennyson’s short, 
early poems, such as The May Queen, Enoch Arden, The Lady oj 
Shalott, and The Idylls of the King, Maud., and The Princess that are 
mentioned. The British girl seems just as fond of Tennyson as her 
Colonial sister, and it is very rare to find a pajrer from any part of 
the Empire with no mention of Tennyson either under English classic-s 
or under poets. None of the girls answering question 6 seem to have 
reflected that Longfellow, Lowell, Holmes, and Whittier, though 
classics in a sense, are certainly not English _ classics, which is all 
they are asked about. ' 

Whether because bad poetry is to most people far more mortally 
tedious than had prose, it is very rarely that an inferior poem— 
question 8—is mentioned with approval by a girl. The Ancient 
Mariner has many votes, as have Keats’s and Shelley’s shorter poems, 
though Enoch Arden, The Idylls bf the King, The Lady of the Lake, 
Hiawatha, and Evangeline arc perhaps most often mentioned. Austra¬ 
lians are appealed to by The Man from Enomj River and The Sick 
StocJmder, and by the somewhat noisy notes of Admirals All and 
the Recessional. The results, so far.as I can judge, are that many 
gii;js tend to be better read in poetical than in prose classics. 

Miss Low complained greatly of the excessive magazine reading 
of English girls. This, I should spy, was generally not so bad as she 
thinks. Many girls • certainly do seem to read too many rubbishy 
magazines, and so many girls of sixteen, seventeen, and eighteen 
read avowedly girls’ magazines for ‘Which they arc really growing 
much too old ; hut the Colonial girl'seems a qiore inveterate magazine 
reader than the British girl, and in this respect the Indian girls are 
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Vhe worst, Inany of them reading ten to fifteen a month. In the 
English girls’ papers I find very often one, two, three, four, and even 
‘ nought ’ put down as the answer to question 12. Rarely is it 
sevgn, nine, twelve. ‘And though great magazine readers may h^e 
little to show in the wa/ of serigus reading, this does not always 
follow. ‘ Any I can get ’ is not an infrequent answer to question 12. 
The Colonial girls’ most popular magazines are‘the Strand, and, a 
very long way after, the Windsor ; ‘a very long way after again, 
Pearson’s, the Royal, and the Pall Mall. A certain proportion of the 
older girls read the Nineteenilt Centnry, Blackwood’s, and occasionally 
the Fortnightly Review. Excepting the Indians, the Colonial girl 
only reads three to three and a hal^ magazines a moqth, including 
the weekly papers mentioned, as against the British girl’s two and a 
half (about). • 

The ar.swers as to newspaper-reading were among tli^ most 
interesting. The ‘ Ayes had it,’ and generally over and over again, 
whatever part of the British Empire was chosen. ‘ Yes, very much,’ 
is not a raie answer, though a few girls, notably some- Austr^Uifhs, 
say they are not allowed to read the papers. It is vefy curious how 
many girls say that the war news particularly interests them, especially 
as at the cirae these papers were filled in there was no war of any 
importance going on. Colonials are perhaps rather more warlike than 
British girls, but the latter tend to take the more interest in politics 
and Parliamentary news. Births, deaths, and marriages, weddings, 
and even funerals, are sometimes the chief reasons given for news¬ 
paper-reading, but tliis is mostly in the case of yOunger girls. Reviews 
of books are often meiitioned by girls as interesting them, but, on 
the whole, the Colonial girl seems to read the papers for the general 
news of what is going on, especially on this side of the world. But 
she by no means neglects the sporting columns, and sometinics in the 
small, isolated colonics the mail and .shipping, newn chiefly interests 
her. TJic ‘ woman’s page,’ be it noted, is hardly mentioned. One 
very superior New Zealand girl remarks : ‘ I read Punch regularly ; 
we take no other weekly paper, a!hd beyond political events the daily 
ones are not worth reading.’ 

‘ Girls’ hobbies’ scarcely come under the head of reg,ding, and are 
only mentioned because the girls wel’e asked what- books they read 
• in connection with them. Very often no book is read, but, as before 
said, girls with artistic tastes *read the lives of artists; nature-loving 
girls read book# and periodicals likely to ^elp them ; and one or two 
girls aspiring to authorship are \yise enough to read Stevenson^s Art 
of Writing, and any books on the l^nglish lai^mage and style they can 
obtain. 

Few girls appear to have* no hobby, and several have three or 
four. The Colonial gyls’ hobbies are so various that, beyond saying 
that they are qiore concerned with domestic pursuits than the English 
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girls, no general statement can be made about them. ♦Girls every^ 
where, however, seem inclined to be very fond of gardening and 
flowers, and pursuits connected with flowers, such as collecting and 
pressing them. 01d-fa§hioned folk may be pleased to learn that 
girls still exist, and very intelligent and ’widely read ones, too, who 
number embroidery, needlework, and even fancywork among their 
hobbies. Reading'is often mentioned, and sometimes, as is e'/ident 
from the rest of the paper, it itf not merely reading rubbish. 

To sum, up. The British girls’ papers that 1 examined by no 
means always bore out Miss Low’s rather disinal conclusions. The 
Colonial girls’ papers, at least in the case of those living in long- 
civihsed colonies, and not in the ‘ backwoods,’ bore them out still 
less. The inferior results as to the Colonial girls’ favourite authors 
are due Jo so many country and Indian girls being included, and to 
their being generally a good deal younger than the British girls. 
Miss Low ce-mplained that girls neglected standard authors for such 
writers as Edna Lyall, Merriman, Anthony Hope, and, next to these, 
Mfcrie^ Corelli, L. T. Meade, and E. E. Green. Girls certainly do 
read Edna Ly^ill very much. ‘ All Edna Lyall ’ is mentioned several 
times; but, then, so is ‘ all Dickens,’ and ‘ all,’ or ‘ nearly all Scott,’ 
and even ‘ all Jane Austen.’ With the girls belonging to certain 
British schools Merriman is absolutely the most popular novelist, 
but if a general average of votes is taken in all the British schools 
which sent in papers (many of them very well-known schools in very 
different parts of Great Britain), it must be admitted that Edna 
Lyall comes first. Careful counting and recounting of the most 
frequently mentioned writers gave the following results : 


Favourite 
British Girls I 

1. Edha Lyall 

2. Henry Seton Merriman 

3. R. L. Stevenson 

4. Stanley "Weyman 

5. Anthony Hope 

6. F. Marion Crawford 

7. Mrs. Gask'ell (nearly always 

t^rarifoul) , 

8. Lytton 

9. Marie Cort'lli 

10. Allen Rai lie 


Novels of 

Colonial and Indian Girls 

1. Edna Lyall 

2. Louisa M. Alcott 

3. Ml 3. Henry Wood 

, 4. Rosa Nouchette Carey 
n. L. T. Meade 
(i. Charlotte M. Yonge 

7. Marie Corelli 

«) 

8. (Stanley Weyinan 
9.,! Farrar 

jLytton 

’ (Henty ^ 
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FRANCESCO GUARDI 

French Impressionism, as represented by Manet and his iollowcrs, 
has rendered one great service to the artistic world. It has /evived 
public interest in four great Old Masters, and taught us iJo appreciate 
them better and to syjnpathise more fully with their ideals. Their 
names are Velasquez, Vermeer, Goya, and Guardi. • , 

Though Guardi, the pupil of the famous Antonid Canale (mis- 
(ialled Canaletto), and, by a dispensation full of interest to the bio- 
graphej’, the brother-in-law of the elder Tiepolo, is too well known 
t o most of your readers to need any advocate of his already established 
claims as a landscape painter, there could perhaps be no more suitable 
moment for discussing them than the present one. From the historical 
point of view, the moment appears to be opportune, because Guardi 
(‘ poor ’ Guardi, as the Venetians are in the habit of pathetically 
calling him in allusion to his great hardship in his old age) has never 
before stood so high on the pinnacle of fame as he stands now; and 
it is psychologically opportune, because we are at last in possession 
of valuable information concerning Guardi the man, as well as con¬ 
cerning Guardi the painter. Until a yeai or t^o ago our knowledge 
of this fascinating master was confined to the two extreme links of 
the chain of his existence, that is, the dates of his birth and death 
and the name of his teacher. Through new materials, derived from 
the Venetian archives and other hitherto unknown sources outside 
Italy, which have been drawn upon for the first time, the family history 
of his most distinguished ancestors, his own pedigree, and* individual 
Jife and some interesting episodes of his artistic career are laid bare 
to us, so that his personality is ho longer such an enigma as that of his 
master still is, ajid the imperfect records of his existence can be pieced 
together. Within the limits of this article—the object of wliich is to 
draw attention to Guardi’s original paintefs^ temperament, to his 
environment and aims, to the various influences he came under, and 
to his artistic aptitude and aUtitudo—it is, as will be readily under¬ 
stood, only possible tp make dccasional reference to his history, 
it is not the hard struggles of his life, but the outcome of his labours 
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as an indefatigable, prolific painter, which we wish to dwell oxf. 
Modern painters would in vain try to equal his astounding produc¬ 
tiveness. 

^ There is a misconception as to Guardi’s extraction, which it is of 
some importance at the outset to remove. The Venetians and the 
rest of the world have cherished the belief that Guardi, ‘ the greatest 
of Venetian landscape paiftWs ’—as an accompHshed writer has 
described him in the Nuova flnto^jia '—was a Venetian by birth. 
Guardi was of Tyrolese, that is Austrian, parentage, and Venice 
cannot alone claim him. His father^ home ^was a small village, 
named Mastellina, which is situated in the Val di Sole, Italian Tyrol. 
His mother was also Austrian, and, apparently, a Viennese lady. 
Guardi’s extraction from a mountain-bred stock like Titian’s seems 
to account for his wonderful vitality, strength and energy. It also 
follows^ from the fact that he was not a Venetian by descent that he 
was not, strictly speaking, a decadent, as he is soraeticnes called. 

As it was inevitable that Guardi, who worked at Venice throughout 
nearly the whole of the eighteenth century, should be influenced by 
his environm^t, the decadent taste of liis contemporaries, to which 
certain phases of his art can be directly traced back, may be briefly 
recalled. When the last revival of painting occurred in Venice, 
after a long period of obscurity in its artistic annals, and yielded a 
rich harvest of talent culminating in the achievements of Tiepolo, 
Longhi, Carriera, Canale and Guardi, the capital itself was politically, 
intellectually, and morally effete. As the Venetians of the age of 
the Bellinis may be styled the builders of Venice, so Guardi’s fellow- 
citizens and contemporaries may be said to have pulled the city to 
pieces. The Republic fell only a few years after the painter’s death. 
The gay butterfly existence of the inhabitants of the seargirt island, 
who lacked all moral fibre, cannot be better summed up than in the 
expressive desig».atiop ‘ Vita baroeca.’ The ultra-artificial character 
of the age in which Guardi lived is reflected in the artistic taste of the 
public, which delighted in grotesque pseudo-classical rococo archi¬ 
tecture. It is also illustrated b}" the flights of Tiepolo’s heated 
imagination and the sensationalism of the hanging arches and broken 
pediments in Guardi’s landscapes. How far the latter sacrificed 
to the^idobof the day by his love of ruins, a phase of art which always. 
seems to crop up in decadent periods .and which inspired Piranesi’a 
engravings, those of your readers who aire acquainted with his numerous 
sm^l landscapes, which vfere painted for commercial purposes, will 
be able to judge. The discoveries at Herculaneum and Pompeii 
after the commencemerfc of the second half o'f the eighteenth century 
had greatly enhanced the taste for classical remains ; and it was in 
deference to this fashion that Guardi turned out landscape after 

Nuova Antologiiu: ‘II piu grande paesista di Veuezi'a.’—II. Paulucoi de Calboli, 
Boma, il 1 Settembre, 1905 (a proposito d’ un libro su Fr.incebuu (luardi), pp. 21-35. 
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landscape mth the staple subject of ‘ ruins ’ figuring in them. His 
ruins, though a certain monotony is engendered by their recurrence, 
are always most picturesque, and never have the somewhat morbid 
sublimity of Piranesi’^ engravings of Rome. In his old age the painter 
is reported to have sold liis capricci, as his landscapes with ruins are 
called, in Piazza S. Marco ; and at tlie Gastello, Milan, there is a large 
picture by an Italian artist, now deceasSd, representing this spectacle. 
It is a welcome, because sincei^, tok*en»of admiration for the Venetian 
master, though it is not a great achievement as a paint^g. Whilst 
stress has been laid upon the? effect of Guardi’s environment on his 
art, it should be remembered that this influence was not far-reaching. 
His work never suffered, as Tiepolo’s did, from the decadence which 
surrounded him.* His chief artistic legacy to the world, which has 
established his present fame, and through which he has, lilje a true 
lover, articulated l^is praise of his fair mistress, the Queen of the 
Adriatic, consists of his pictures of Venice and its hfe. It is because 
we possess in Guardi a more interesting commentary of Venetian 
society and Venetian manners than in any of his distinguished felKw- 
painters, that it is important to bear in mind his surroundings. 

Whence Guardi drew the secret of his wonderful art we are not 
told. His father, Domenico, who was a painter, died at Venice, his 
adopted home, a few years only after Francesco was born ; history 
does not relate what became of his mother after her husband’s death. 
As is well known, Guardi entered the school of Canale, who, soon 
after his return from Rome, made a name for himself as a painter of 
Venetian views. It might have been expected that Guardi would have 
come under the influence of Giovanni Battista Tiepolo, who married 
Cecilia, his sister, but his talented brother-in-law was a figure-painter. 
The absence of all information as to the relations which existed between 
Tiepolo and Guardi not \innaturally opens up a wide field for con¬ 
jecture. It has recently been suggested by a c];itic of fertile iihagina- 
tion that Tiepolo sometimes inserted figures in Guardi’s pictures ; 
of such collaboration between the two there is no trace. When 
Guardi had developed into an artist Francesco Casanova, the brother 
of the notorious adventurer, was apprenticed to him ; and the writer 
of the ‘ Memoirs ’ (Giacomo Casanova) relates a piquant episode 
concerning Guardi’s exeessive severity towards his pupil,, the result 
of which was that the latter.left his teacher and went to the studio 
of Francesco Simonini, where he learnt to paint battle scenes. 

Putting asi<Je the map of Guardi’s life we may ask whereiil his 
special aptitude for depicting Venice consists. 

By temperament Guardi was peculiarly fitted to paint the city of 
the lagoons. M. Robert de la Sizeranne considers that what im¬ 
pressed Ruskin most in the ar.ihitecture of Venice was its asymmetry, 

Robert de la Sizeraniifj, ‘ Ruskin at Venice,’ p. 33. (A It’oturc given during the 
Ruskin Commemoration at Venice, ‘21st of September, 1906.) 
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that is, its disdain of all classic rules, its irregularity offline and of 
composition. Without entering into the merits of this question we 
wish to borrow the word he uses, and venture to affirm that the asym¬ 
metry of Venetian architecture is its ‘feature which most stror^ly 
appealed to Guardi. A good instance of itis afforded, if one examines 
the fa 9 ade of tlie Ducal Palace at Venice, on the sea-front, with its 
two rows of windows which a*re irregularly constructed, not with any 
preconceived aesthetic idea, bulfin order to suit practical needs which 
were not originally foreseen by its architect. The court inside the 
Ducal Palace, which Guardi has «again* and ag^in represented, has 
the same unsymmetiical form. No artist has perhaps rendered the 
picturesque aspect of Venice, resulting from what we may call the 
accidental character of its architecture, with such a light deft touch 
as Guardi, whether he depicted the church of S. Maria della Salute, 
which the Venetian of the eighteenth century loved to have painted 
for him owing to its somewhat rococo style, or the Razza S. Marco, 
with the old and new Procurazie, wliich providentially do not, as 
moet persons think, run in parallel lines. We grant that Guardi had 
one or two temperamental failings. He could not deal with linear 
perspective as 'well as Canale, whose sureness of hand he lacked, nor 
was he such a solid constructor. Such feats of architectural painting 
as the view of the Salute at the Louvre (Paris) by Canale, Guardi 
could not have produced, and yet he is now regarded as a more brilliant 
master than his teacher. He appeals to the present age by his faults 
no less than by his virtues, and if it is true that for a pupil to rival his 
leader he must have twice his talent, as someone has said, Guardi’s 
superiority over Canale cannot now be gainsaid. The Philistines in 
the art world, who have failed to appreciate the beauty of his paintings 
along with their imperfections, which they are quick to detect, with 
a gravity worthy of Bacon, reproach him with lack of reverence for 
the nobfe architecture of Venice and do not forgive his fanciful treat¬ 
ment of edifices such as the Campanile. The Campanile of Guardi 
may indeed be said to have nibbled the mushroom of ‘ Alice in Wonder¬ 
land,’ whose property was to make bodies alternately long and short. 
In order to paint those attractive views of Venice which, as Ticozzi •* 
informs us, the Venetians and the stranieri vied with one another 
eagerly 4o secure, he must have'shifted his easel from one corner of 
the Piazza to the other so often that he knew every stone of it by 
heart, and might have painted it—as Turner is said to have painted 
many a sunrise and sunset—with his back turned to the scene he was 
rendering. There can be no doubt that Guardi painted at times from 
memory, and to this circumstance we may perhaps trace back the 
licenses which he took in dealing with architecture. 

Guardi’s peculiar aptitude for portraying not only the picturesque 

* Stetano Ticozzi, ‘Diziunann derjli architetti, &c., IHO Mil",no : in due volunii. 
Heo vol. i. ‘ Guardi, Franceaco.’ 
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»rchitecfcure,of Venice, but also the picturesque side of its life, can be 
beet illustrated by drawing a parallel between him and Whistler. 
In his pen and pencil drawings Guardi has produced effects of line 
which are very similar to those which we find in the etchings of his 
uncbnscious modern imitator. Be the Vjenelian scene a building,*'a 
lagoon, or both, they have dealt with the subject in an analogous way, 
observing salient features of this or tlfttt view with the same vivid 
sense of what is decorative and exprtisaing their impressions in a style 
which is vigorous and incisive. A happy gift of composition com¬ 
pleted their artistic equipment. Ii^ one respect, it may be observed, 
Guardi quite eclipses *Wliistler, and that is in his drawings of figures. 
Discussing the Cliinese look about certain of Guardi’s Venetian 
figures, a very ctever critic, who ma/ have had in mind 'the influence 
of Japanese art on Whistler, remarks that Guardi may have been 
influenced by Chinese design. Tiepolo’s ‘ Chinoiseries ’ would supply 
him with a parjJIel, but there is no ground for supposing that Guardi’s 
spirited figures are not entirely the creations of his own imagination. 
As Whistler’s name has been mentioned, it may not be.inopportune 
to point out that in Guardi, the master of chiarosewo effects, we may 
also see the forerunner of the painter of daintily suggestive nocturnes. 
Wlustler, like the Venetian, united a fine sense for the arrangement 
of light and shade with a good eye for harmonising different schemes 
of colour. Gviardi’s views of distant sunlit courts seen through 
archways and porticoes in shadow rank amongst his most originally 
conceived and highly prized efforts. The charm of these compositions 
is due to his adroitly massing shadows no less than to his felicitous 
choice of a subject. 

Mr. B. Berenson ' says that Canale painted Venice with a feeling 
for space and atmosphere combined with a mastery over the dehcate 
effects of mist peculiar to it. Guardi excelled Canale in subtle treat¬ 
ment of effects of atmosphere and light, as can be qgen from Sis four 
chefs dfeeuvre in the Wallace Collection, where he is better represented 
by his ‘ S. Giorgio,’ the ‘ Salute,’ the ‘ Dogand ’ and the ‘ Kialto,’ than in 
any other English museum. The chief attraction of these pictures, which 
are nearly monochromes in grey tones, consists in the bloom of their 
paint and the brilliant effect of silvery glitter on the surface of the 
smooth lagoons, whic^ have an enamel-hke appearajice. John 
Jluddington Symonds,"’ who was a great admirer of Guardi, refers in 
his essay on Pietro Longhi to* ‘ the gemmy brightness and glow of 
sunny gold ’ of Guardi’s colouring. In fliis studies of sunset "this 
brighter side ol his palette was drawn upon and he has produced 
most beautiful iridescefft effects *of the deplirj^ing sxm flushing* into 
pink the fringe of distant clouds. ’The gorgeous pageant of Venice, 

« 

* b. Berunson, 'I'he Venetian Painters of the Renaissance. New York, 1901, p. 74. 

•' Jolin Addington Symfnds, ‘Essay on Pietro Longhi,’ V)I. ii. pp. 8S8-340.-- 
Memoirs of Count Carlo Goszi. London, 1890. 
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even in its decline, afforded Guardi ample scope for striking a gaj; 
note of colour in his pictures of its fetes and most notably in his dazzling 
representations of the festival of the Wedding of the Adriatic. 

Guardi has been said to be a connecting-link between Canale and 
Lbnghi, as, besides porftayjng Venice, he has depicted a variety of 
vivid scenes of its life. In his p'aintings of fetes, of crowds, and of 
gatherings of fashionable society he proves himself to be a much more 
refined and piquant humorist than-'Lcnghi, who has been called the 
Venetian Hogarth. Guardi invests his compositions of public assem¬ 
blies and interiors with a romantic suggestivenoss which delights all 
beholders. John Addington Symonds vindicates his special claims, 
as compared with Canale, as a painter of ‘ the Venice of perukes, 
bagwigs, of Ynasks and hoops &nd carnival disguises.’ Guardi had, 
indeed, an eye for local and fashionable humours, whether his theme 
is one of the State receptions or banquets held in the Ducal Palace, 
a fair ih Piazza S. Marco, an ascent of a balloon, a bustling crowd on 
tip-toe of excitement or a thrilling scene at a regatta on the Grand 
Canal. Each of these subjects he has handled with the same gusto. 
As pictorial chronicles of decadent Venice, Guardi’s representations 
of Venetian manners have a imique value. Not long ago, for instance, 
there came to light, at the dispersal of an English private collection 
in London, one of his small interiors, which is still only known to a few 
connoisseurs, showing a masquerade at the Kidotto in Venice towards 
1760, with numerous sprightly Watteau-like figures of ladies and 
gentlemen in rococo costumes. 

The interest attached to this exquisite pictme is enhanced by 
the fact that Longhi has also, though less brilliantly, depicted the 
same subject on a much larger scale, practically borrowing the whole 
of his composition from Guardi. It is so unusual to find examples 
of contemporary painters of different calibre leaving traces of their 
connettion in their works, that the illustration furnished by the pictures 
of the Kidotto by (juardi and Longhi deserves to be ear-marked 
as a curiosity in the history of art. Owing to its many associations 
for the Venetians, it is earnestly to be hoped that Guardi’s masterpiece 
will some day stray back to his native city and find a place by the 
side of Longhi’s picture, which is at the Museo Correr, Venice. The 
Riciotto ip that city, which was situated in the parish of S. Moise 
in the eighteenth century, was the rendezvous of fashionable society 
and the hot-bed of gambling. In English books of travel, covering 
this period of time, it is frequently mentioned along with the festival 
of the Wedding of the Adriatic in connection with the attractions of 
Venice. r ’ 

The fete of the BiicerUaur, aii the ceremony of the betrothal of 
the sea is also called, because on that*solemn occasion the Doge pro¬ 
ceeded to the Lido in his richly decorated State barge (the Bucentaur) 
to perform the symbolical rites observed each year on Ascension 
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Day, was a,, favourite theme of Canale and his followers. In his 
spirited renderings of Venice en f(te, Guardi has completely check¬ 
mated his master. We are told that one of Guardi’s pictures repre¬ 
senting the Wedding of the Ailriatic was once in the Ducal Palace 
at Venice ; it is in private, collections that most of these precious 
examples of his art are now treasured, in one of which Guardi, in 
a moment of unrestrained sensationalism, has introduced the fleet 
of galleys accompanying the Buccntaw in the act of firing ofi their 
cannons, which are enveloped in globes^of white smoke, as a signal 
for the Doge to perform the time-honoured function of dropping a 
ring into the sea. 

One of the most instructive pages of Guardi’sj^life relates to a 
commission, which he received in his "old age, to paint four pictures 
representing ft tes in lionpur of the visit of Pius the Sixtli to Venice. 
It is not a little flattering to our national vanity that on tliis occasion, 
as on a previous .one, recorded by Senator Gradenigo, our countrymen 
should have come forward as jmtrons of Guardi, and acquired his 
works straight from his easel. The name of the jarcstiere inghse 
referred to by Gradenigo in his Diary is not vouchsafed, but we 
are told tliat the Venetian views executed for him were exhibited 
by Guardi in Piazza 8. Marco, wliere they met with universal applause. 
Pietro Edwards, for wliom Guardi painted the pictures relating to 
Pius the Sixth’s visit, was also an Englishman. By profession he 
was a dealer and picture-restorer, and resided in Venice, where he 
became well known through his public services. He was so satisfied 
with Guardi’s pictures that he made him a present of eight sequins 
over and above the sum stipulated between them. This handsome 
reward of the labour of the painter contrasts Avith Consul Smith’s 
somewhat mercenary treatment of Canale, if we may trust Horace 
Walpole’s version, according to which Canale’s patron engaged him 
to work for him for a long term of years at low rate^.'" The picture 
of the Papal Benediction at the -Oxford Univci’sity Galleries is one 
of the set of four pendants painted by Guardi for Pietro Edwards, 
though it is uncertain whether il is the original representation, or 
one of the artist’s replicas after his own work. It is of interest to 
note that Pietro Edwards, hkc Guardi, was a member of the con¬ 
fraternity of painters at Venice {Fragli/i del pittori), a survival of one 
of the old guilds {scuolc), said,to have been introduced in the eighth 
century into Italy from Germany by S. Boniface. Though we do 
not know that Consul Smith employed Guardi, it is difficult to suppose 
that he did not extend his patronage to him. The well-known dilet¬ 
tante Algarotti, according to Rosini,^ on one occaision secured Guardi’s 
services for painting a companion picture to a work by Canale, repre¬ 
senting the Rialto, with the Basilica of Vicenza designed by Palladio, 

“ Horuue Walpole, Aiiccd tes of Painting, p. 4o(). ' 

• Gjoviiiiiii liosiiii. Sioriu clcllu Piiiura Italiana, 1849-1854, tome vii. p. 14. 

VoL. LX—Xo. 358 8 11 
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iiistead of with the actual buildings on it. The fashion of mingling 
the romantic with the real had Algarotti’s ® approval. This new 
departure in painting {nuovo genere di pittum, as he calls it) he defends 
on the ground that it enables the artist to improve upon nature. 

the decadents it a:rforded a welcome^ opportunity of introducing 
in their landscapes whatever was most barocco in architecture. The 
principle of the combinaticfli of fanciful with real scenery, though 
it is not sanctioned by modem caribnS of art, was applied to perfec¬ 
tion by Guardi in his imaginary compositions. In spite of the fact 
that the composed landscape {paysage ajuste'j has long ago been 
superseded in practice by the landscape faithfully copied after nature, 
Guardi’s capricci, especially his small ones, owing to their originality, 
depth of feeling and charm of colouring, continue to* captivate all art 
lovers. ,0f Guardi’s more ambitious landscapes there are only a 
few in existence. Until a short time ago, one could see in a castle at 
Udine three»masterpieces executed by him for an ancestor of its present 
owner, from whom he is reported to have received four hundred ducati. 
Tboy^had remained, ever since they had been painted, in possession of 
the same iioble family, pent up in a lady’s boudoir. Students of 
Tiepolo will rcmember that the Friulian capital was the scene of this 
painter’s artistic activity on more than one occasion. In view of 
this circumstance, it seenas not unnatural to suppose that it was 
through him that Guardi obtained the important commission executed 
by him at Udine. From other sources we know that Guardi made 
occasional trips on the mainland north of his native city, and that in 
his old age he visited his paternal home in the Tyrol. At Mastcllina, 
the house of his ancestors, which still exists, is known as ‘ Casa Guardi,’ 
and a commemorative tablet in honour of Francesco Guardi is shortly 
to be placed on its facade. The day, it may be' hoped,,is not far off 
when a similar tribute may be paid to the long-neglected memory of 
the painter in his native city. Guardi died at Venice in 1703, in a 
humble house situated in the parish of 8. Canziano. He left several 
sons, one of whom (Giacomo) painted small views of Venice and the 
islands around it without having any of his father’s talent. A daughter 
of Guardi eloped with an Irishman, according to tbe testimony of a 
living descendant of the pair. 

Tfakin^ a bird’s-eye view of the history of Venetian landscape • 
painting, in order to assign to Canale^ and to Guardi their place and 
to view them in the proper light, we may distinguish between an 
earfy and a late period of it. In the works of the ^earher Venetian 
masters, scenery is often a very striking feature, but it was treated 
by ihera, as a rule,. afi an accessory to the composition rather than 
as landscape introduced for its own sake, whether they manifested 
their appreciation of tbe beauty of tteir surroundings by painting 

" Francesco Letters. See Gio. Bottari’s Bakcolta lettcre siUla pitiura, 

Ac , vol. vii. p. 427 (1823). 
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i\atural scenery, following the example of Giovanni Bellini, Giorgione 
and Titian, or by making use of architectural settings for their pictures 
in the manner of Gentile Bellini and Vittore Carpaccio. With the 
advent of Titian, whopa Algargtti ® rightly calls the ‘ Homer of land¬ 
scape painters ’ (e tra paesisd V Omero) a n^w era may be said to have 
dawned in the treatment of natural scenery. He exerted a far- 
reaching influence upon the developmeifl? of the later Venetian land¬ 
scape painters. A faint remireiscenfte of his colouring may perhaps 
be found in the light blue atmosphere which bathes the ^stant hills 
in the backgrounds of many ofc Guai;^i’8 landscapes. 

Canale and Guardi may be said to have been the first Venetian 
masters who gave their undivided attention to the study of landscape. 
Canale was the (Originator of the ‘ View of Venice.’ As a painter of 
perspectives, he had imitators not only in Venice, where he^foimded 
a school, but also in England and in France. He visited this country, 
where his pictures were much appreciated (his finest oiyj being the 
view of Whitehall at Montagu House, which he alone could have 
painted), and his work was not without some influence, on English 
landscape painting, which was at that time in its infancy. In France 
lie had followers in the elder and younger Raguenets. Both French¬ 
men produced views of the Seine, around Paris, even as English 
])ainters depicted scenes of the river Thames, the attractions of which 
(.■anale seems to have been the first to turn to account in his views, 
rianale, the ‘ Raphael of marine painting,’ as he is styled by Algarotti, 
acquired a European reputation during his hfetime, and the lustre 
of his name was not dimmed after his death. 

Guardi’s history forms a strong contrast to that of his master, 
and it is instructive to follow his rise from the time when he was 
almost forgotten to the present day, when he may be said to have 
reached the secure heights of fame. The Abbe Vianelli, a contem¬ 
porary of Guardi and owner of more than one of Jiis l^ndscapcs,^!! the 
printed Catalogue of his pictures, only relates that in his old age 
the painter continued' to be active in Vftnice. During the early 
part of the last century Canale’s <iame seems to have clung to that 
of Guardi like a deadweight, and in their biographical notices the 
Venetians rarely mention him without the remark that he was Canale’s 
imitator and pupil. Bppaking of Guardi and Canale in, his work 
tiistoire de VArt du pay sage,'^ Deperthes makes tlie mistake of 
supposing that Canaletto was the surname of both painters. It is 
curious that Brq^toloni, who lived at the s£fme time as Guardi, sh(?uld 
have also confused the master and pupil and by mistake inscribed 
the name of Canale on the margin of his engra^iiigs after a well-known 
series of paintings of Venetian puBlic ceremonies by Guardi. The 

• 

“ Saggio del Conte Algarotti null'ai rhitettum c sulla piUtira (Tloprinfc), Milano, 
1S31, p. 87. f * ^ 

*" T. B. DepeitlieB,*//'tstoj» e de I'Art du paysage, Paris, 1822, p. 519. 
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disentanglement of the works of the one from those pf the other 
appears to liave presented considerable difficulty at the outset and 
it was only when connoisseurship improved that the individual 
manner of each painter was recognised. Guardi’s more accentuated 
style is well known to experts, who are unable to pronounce with cer¬ 
tainty upon Canale’s works. Canale’s broader manner of painting, 
of which some fine examplds" exist at Windsor Castle, may perhaps 
be accoimted for by supposkig' that there was an interchange of 
influence between master and pupil. The two painters seem occa¬ 
sionally to have collaborated on the same canvas, as Missaglia affirms 
they did. Recently some attention has been devoted to another of 
Canale’s distinguished pupils, Bernardo Bellotto, whose Venetian 
views are still sometimes attributed to his master and even to Guardi. 
In order to establish a complete list of (’anale’s ceutwe, it would be 
necessary, in the first place, to separate Bellotto’s works from his 
own, which- is by no means as easy a task as that ©f distinguishing 
between those of Guardi and Canale. 

Like Hobbema, Guardi began by being a connoisseurs’ j)ainter. 
At first, his alms were only understood by a few art lovers, the circle 
of which gradually widened. Rosini," who alludes to Guardi’s too 
free employment at times of ‘ oltrcmare ’ (the sapphire-like tint, 
alternating with turquoise blue, which we find in many of his skies 
is an effect which we may attribute to the use of this pigment as 
a glazing), makes the naive remark, ‘ Francesco Guardi e quello che 
piu piace di ogn’ altro ai non intendenti per T effetto che desta col 
brio del pennello.’ (Francesco Guardi is the master who appeals 
more than any other to those who have no discernment, by reason of 
the effects which he produces with the sparkle of his brush.) It 
took a century or more for enlightened artistic opirnon to awaken to 
Guardi’s true worth. Not long ago Canale was still considered as 
‘ on tlie whole the higher master.’ Whereas in the old Venice Academy 
of Painting, founded towards the' end of the eighteenth cejitury, 
Canale was represented by one painting, no single work of Guardi 
was to be found in the Accademia di Belle Arti until quite recently. 
In English private collections his pictures have always abounded ; 
some (Lord Castletown’s two chefs d'ceuvre for instance—one a view of 
iPiazza 8. Marco, and the other a view of the ,Piazzetta) were acquired 
in the painter’s lifetime, when it was -customary for Englishmen of 
birth and breeding to make the ‘ Graxid Tour ’ and bring home from 
Rome or Venice for the ghllery of the paternal mansion in England 
some pictu re or ‘ marble ’ as a souvenir of their visit to Italy. Through¬ 
out the nineteenth c*'n'cury, commencing with the first Lord Dover, 
who brought together a great number of Guardi’s works, his paintings 
have been keenly sought after, and the result has been that the 
Venetian palaces have been gradually stript of the examples of his 
" Giovanni Ronini, Storia della Pittura Ttaliana, 1849-54, tome vii. p. 14. 
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art which they originaliy housed, so that hardly any are now left 
in Guardi’s native city. The fact may be recalled that among the 
works of Old Masters with which Constablesurrounded himself, 
when his means allowed him to humour his taste for them, there were 
two works by Guardi, one of»them a view of Piazza S. Marco, which,*at 
the dispersal of his collection in 1838, realised a higher sum than 
any of his other pictures, which included works by Euysdael, Ever- 
dingen. Van Goyen, WynantS, lind Wilson. Constable had access 
to not a few English private collections, and it is through them that 
he became acquainted with the pictures of Guardi and of the Dutch 
masters. Constable’s second picture by the Venetian painter, which 
is described as a ‘ view of a fountain with figures,’ may have been 
one of his capricci. 

Guardi only entered into his kingdom, so to speak, a generation 
or two afterwards. He was not only one of the precursors of the 
romantic and impressionistic school, but the founder of»the modern 
sketch on panel and one of the earliest workers in water-colours. He 
seems to exert a more direct influence upon modern painters than 
f’anale, with whose aims they are less in sympathy. • Among those 
who were active at Venice during the last century, we»may mention 
Bonington, Turner and Ziem. Turner eclipsed all painters of Venice, 
who came before and after him, by the series of splendid views of 
it produced in 1839. Ziem, who is perhaps the most esteemed living 
master who poiH-ays Venice, forms a most striking contrast to Guardi 
by reason of his gorgeous combinations of blue waters and gay shipping. 
Modern artists would do well, if, instead of imitating them, they 
would follow the example of Guardi, whose paintings, while sober in 
tone, are nearly always brilliant in general effect. 

Geougk a. Simonson. 

'* M. Stuiye Hcudcison’s Life if fulin Cmslahle (buckworth, l'J05), p. 210, 
Appendix. 
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THE STUDY OF FURNITURE 

I 

‘ The proper study o£ inutikind is man,’ but we cannot study man 
aright 8{ive in his surroundings, where those things are most signifi¬ 
cant that he has chosen for himself. Hence much has been written 
on the philosophy of clothes, and much also on the philosophy of 
architecture. The garden has afforded the moralist fruit for medita¬ 
tion and sentiment has blossomed in the language of flowers. Even 
the beehive has not deterred the curious, though repentance come 
with a sting! None the less, human edification owes somewhat 
to architecture in wax, wisdom has been sucked from honey cells, 
and Shakespeare found the perfect polity in the ordered regiment 
of honey bees. 

How comes it, then, that furniture remains the province of the 
connoisseur and the broker ? Wardour Street, so far, has provided 
the wise withnothing better than a metaphor for the. sham anachronism. 
Yet, in Wardour Street you may find cabinets containing the dust of 
dead secrets, wardrobes of buhl fit for Carlyle’s ‘ Dandiacal ’ dressing 
room, caskel« open to receive your jewels, and lamps'more numerous 
than the mystic ‘ seven.’ (These last are offered at prices that illu¬ 
minate the comugerci^l instinct of Aladdin’s enemy when he bartered 
new lamps for old.) But you need not go as far as Wardour Street 
in search of inspiration.' Seek the nearest pawnbroker and learn 
how his golden spheres are but pledges of the fruit that symbolists 
may pluck within. Here is the parable-maker’s paradise—intended 
for him, untended by him, it needs to be watered with fountains 
df tears. Seek one of the little ‘ boxes,’ and imagine the theatre of 
many a tragedy. The actors pass, but the poor ‘ properties ’ remain, 
so that poet and pessimist may make their own what is beyond 
‘ redemption.’ Here, too, the moralist may find a plac^- fit for common¬ 
places ; but the moralist perhaps might be more usefully employed if 
he frequented the ‘ show rooms ’ of Oxford Street. There he would 
find less romance and more credit, many a problem for the plain 
dealer, enough upholstery to pad out*'a volume of description, and 
enough of cheap ^^itation to furnish a ‘ Study ’ for the author of 
the Book of Snobs. 



1906 THE STUDY OF FU^NTTUBB 968 

• 

» If, however, you are more interested in man than in metaphors, 
if you are more interested in hfe than in living by criticism, if you 
are capable of co-ordinating facts for the purpose of a wide induction, 
you may neglect th^ shops, philosophise at home, or speculate in 
the’houses of others. From the furniture and its arrangement you 
will learn to divine the history of a family for a generation or more, 
with its many members, past fortunes,’discarded •hobbies, conflicting 
interests and cupboard skeletoAs.“ Thf)te is in every house, not newly 
furnished, abundant material for meditation ; but as yoi^ stir up the 
dust of the past and comprehcAid th« rubbish in a sweeping generalisa¬ 
tion, see that you take all things into account, lest you stumble over 
a neglected footstool. And when you leave your house and stir 
abroad, you may still pursue your ho!)by. The lover of conventional 
romance will find his inspiration in Hardwick Hall or Cothelp Manor 
House, while the plain i ian may learn to estimate his new neighbours 
by the bric-?i-brac in their drawing-room. The crii)ic strolling 
through Hertford House will find fresh data for deciding which was 
the authentic protrait—Lord Steyne or Lord Monmouth; which 
the truer artist—Thackeray or Beaconsfield. The cynic will amuse 
himself in the mansion of the millionaire by noting* his attempts 
to live up to his furniture ; while the narrow wisdom of Diogenes 
will be explained by a reference to his contracted environment within 
a tub. 

The study of furniture provides fresh possibilities to philosophers, 
historians, poets, artists, and preachers. Philosophers may dis¬ 
cuss how far the categorical imperative has become inoperative 
by the evolution of armchairs ; or what are the. ‘ relations ’ conditioned 
by a Chesterfield. The historian may aptly illustrate most of the 
differences between the fifteenth and eighteenth centuries by a heavy 
oak coffer, richly carved, and a dainty escritoire, deli cat'^ly inlaid. 
We would not counsel the ladies who write verges ta emulate Sappho 
and hymn Aphrodite ; but they would find innocent employment 
if they studied Eliza Cook, penned odes £o ‘an old armchair,’ and 
elaborated the sentiments proper to the ‘ household room.’ Some 
impressionist painters might momit the stool of repentance if only 
they tried to paint stools with the fidelity of Van Ostade, and pianists 
might loam what they owe to mechanism if they would try to prac- 
•tise on their great-grandmother’s spinet. The preaeher might turn 
with advantage from the ranch controverted question of Church 
clothes, and find a text in the modern boudoir, worthy the declama¬ 
tion of a Chrysostom. He will^ not need a golden tongue to do 
justice to gold and wliite brocades ; andT* be need not fear the 
persecution of any Eudoxia, for tte modern great lady likes plain 
speaking, and has realised thjfb denunciation is after all an advertise¬ 
ment. j ^ 

Furniture then, necessary to everyone, offers to everyone fruit 
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for meditation. The wise man not only adapts himself to his environ¬ 
ment, but endeavours to understand it. When he sits to think 
in his stiidy chair, he should know what it is that supports him. 

' I 

I 

. II 

The philosophy of furniture need fear no comparison with the 
philosophy of architecture. Nay T It is the more proper study for 
man. The wild beast has his den, the bird his nest, man his 
house. But man has furniture, while beast and bird have none. 
We should therefore study furniture to discern what is distinctive in 
man. 

Or if we concern ourselves with history, furniture again has the 
advantage. Architecture lends itself to cold and hard generalisations 
—we think of the plummet and the line. We talk of history written 
in stone, bv.t it is history petrified and without lifc^ A monument 
reminds us of a dead man, but it does not recall him. His empty 
ch<iir is more significant; and when it is worthily filled he is well 
repre.sented. 'We study history that we may extend our life’s out¬ 
look indefinitely—though it be backwards ; that we may serve our¬ 
selves heirs to the ages that are gone ; that we may enrich and vary 
the poor monotony of life by entering into the past and making it 
present to our minds. We long to recall persons and ejnsodes we 
wish to see, to know in the concrete : we leave to the writer of text¬ 
books the task of summarising an age. Now a palace is built for a 
dynasty, but furniture is arranged for the convenience of a day. 
Furniture, therefore, accords better with the historic imagination. 
Bacon planned us a house fit for princes, but he did not furnish it. 
We can compare his theories with Thorpe’s practice, and learn 
the more from Thorpe ; but we would give the whole of the ‘ New 
Atlantis ’ for a peep jnto my Lord’s laboratory at Gorhamlmry, and 
life would be refreshed if Bacon had reflected on the cakes and ale 
to be found in the still-room of Dame Alice. You tell me, however, 
of your old house, of corridors echoing with secrets, and chambers 
tenanted by ghosts. But is it the house or the furniture that holds 
the treasure of the past ? Furnish it anew from Maples’ and see 
ifHhe old».world spirit does not evaporatecat once. Ghosts, poor 
shivering nonentities, love not the modern spirit, and have no ‘ parts ’ 
to be gratified with modern luxury. - They know but one meaning 
to the word ‘ brokerage ’ ;*and like ‘ brokers ’ that have failed, they 
vanish on ‘ change.’ 

T'urn, then, from /*,dntemplating your Tudor mansion and look 
upon this little Dutch interior hung in the hall. Here is a ‘ living 
room ’ and not the more abstraction cAlled ‘ a dwelling.’ It is but of 
small consequence that a white-capped graijidmother nods in that 
grand old chair, or that the plumed cavalier drinks from the flagon 

1 
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1a.t the old dak board. Do not note that the child hangs perilously 
forth from the deep-bayed window, or judge the points of that indiffer¬ 
ent dog couchant upon the mat. The figures are not so eloquent as 
the.furniture. Thesd* chairs and tables were»arranged for an ordejed 
ceremonious family life wi^h wliich we aVe unfamiliar. These orna¬ 
ments, painted with such precision, arg ^not the produce of bazaars, 
but the heirlooms and the evidgnQp of transmitted taste. That curtain 
bellying with the wind fixes the moment. Here is the breath of life, 
and we can add to our years a past into which we can enter with 
satisfaction. To realise detail in ’true perspective and proportion 
is to know the secret of appropriate living. 

Returning tq the old building, jvhat is it that fascinates us ? 
We do not wish to see it again as it was when the masons left it. We 
welcome the lichen and the ivy, we love the crumbling milllion, we 
regret not the broken string-course—why 1 because they reeall the 
past ? No, bu£ because they tell us of the flow of time ahd humanise 
for us the mocking permanence of stone. Architecture, in fact, is 
less interesting because'buildings'are, or were, built to'last. ‘TlTere 
is a stubborn fixity about them while all things change. They intnidc 
HO obviously on the present, and belong so incongruously to the past. 
Over the gulf between past and present is the bridge of ruin and 
decay. The sentimental may revel in it beneath the moon ; but 
those who believe in life’s purpose, and have a pulse for actuality, 
would learn from the past a healthier and more inspiring lesson. 
Past and present are fused together in a furnished room, and har¬ 
monise in a mind conscious of its being and retentive of what has been. 
History is writ more graciously in wood than stone. Wood takes 
more forma, is more adaptable, condescends to all classes, is leas 
austere, more comfortable and takes an easier polish. 

Furniture can be altered, added to, and variously disposed.. Fur¬ 
niture gains in polish and colouring as it advances in* age. It endures 
but it does not decay, When it is brokei\ it is apotheosised in fire. 
Funxiture also can be moved, and in these days of mobility and muta¬ 
bility man cannot carry his house* like a snail, upon his back. But if 
like Stevenson he is compelled to seek some far-away Vailima, he can 
carry with him the old chairs, he can gaze at the old* pictures, and 
' drink out of the same ‘ crystal ’ as he did at home. ‘ * 

* On the other hand we can only study architecture by years of 
travel. We can never live in the contemplation of much thalj we 
admire. But tlfe student of furniture can collect about him movables 
of every date and every clime, and make Jiis home an expofytion 
of his tastes. Quizzical Horace Walpole could* pick up the gauntlet 
of Francis the chivalrous on his staircase and exchange a nod with 
the bust of Vespasian in his gallery ; he could entertain the Gunnings 
with china god8,^and With goddesses in porcelain * and then retire 
to his cabinet, ‘ formed upon the idea of a Catholic chapel ’ (save the 
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mark !), and write TJie Castle of Otranto. You jeer at tlierold collectot. 
He, at any rate you say, was not philosophic; he knew nothing of 
inculcating a creed by symbols or teaching morality by metaphors. 
Hprace Walpole, my superior friend, cbuld affmd to laugh at hiipself 
and at the trinkets he hoilestly .paid fof; when you are sufficiently 
philosophic to pay for what^you laugh at, you may collect postage 
stamps or accumulate ‘ ticke’ts of leave.* 


Furniture, then, need not fear to rival architecture in interest, 
and I believe that students of furniture can affoi^d to despise the 
philosophy of clothes. I do not mean that anyone may despise the 
philosophy of clothes. Carljde has opened the seams of sartorial 
patchwork and drawn out the thread of transcendental mystery with 
exclamations and ululations and not a httle crowing. Had he only 
fumed his attention to furniture the fashion of his philosophic cloak 
would not have embarrassed him, while the puckers and creases of 
his humour might not have irritated his readers. Anyhow he would 
have realised'that a man’s activity depends more on the comfort of 
his chair than on the cut of his breeches. 

Still, clothes are important, they touch us so closely, fetter the 
freedom of our movements, enhance our comeliness and cover our 
uncomely parts. We are hardly ever free (d them, modesty requires 
them, cold necessitates them, rank is expressed by them, character 
indicated ; they fit or misfit us like the circumstances of our life. 
But is not furniture quite as significant ? Sherlock Holmes may 
detect a poheeman by his boots, but many a man has been betrayed 
by a padded armchair. Seneca tells us in his works what he 
wished sumptuous ‘ insula,’ that excited the envy of Nero, 

tells us more of %hat*he was. How many tables of cedar, how many 
ivory cabinets, how many Myrrhene vases were needed to accommo¬ 
date a philosopher who preached that man should be self-contained ? 
The key to your study, my friend, dpens the door to your secrets. 

But not only is character revealed by furniture, but furniture 
is a necessity, of ordered life. Carlyle asked us to imagine a naked 
House of 'Lords, and convinced us at once that coverings were as 
necessary to a legislature as circumlocutions ; Huxley called on us th 
con^,eive of primitive men voting one of their number into a tree 
for lack of a chair, and we abandoned Locke '^nd laughed at 
Roiv^seau, because we jrnew that,there coujd be no session of Par¬ 
liament without seats: 

Carlyle wrrote upon church clothes in an esoteric spirit. He 
took us into no actual vestry, for he Aad never studied in Durandus 
the symibolic m^ianings of vestments. Bishop Blougram, on the 
other hand, has provided us with a creed, or the apology for a creed, 
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jn the fittings for a cabin outward bound; and Gigadibs, the literary 
man, if he bought no cabin furniture, at least, in consequence, put 
his hand to the plough and ‘ studied his last chapter of St. John.’ 
Not, everyone has preached td so good effect as Sylvester Blougr^, 
in partibus episcopus ! * , • 

But leaving Carlyle wrapt up in his garments, let us take a broader 

view. What clothes are to the individual, furniture is to the family : 

*.*■'*% 

and the family is the true unit, for man is a social creature. The 
artificial upper classes may make much of the importance of the 
‘ trousseau,’ but the unsophis-fficated poor still talk of getting a home 
together, and mean by that the purchase of furniture. The rich find 
that the oharni of the ‘ trousseau ’ e^nds with the honeymoon ; but 
adding to the furniture of a home affords romance to the poor all 
their lives. • 

‘ On the day that T was born,’ writes Mr. Barrie, ‘ wo bought six 
hair-bottomed (Jhairs, and in our little house it was aA event, the 
first great victory in a woman’s long campaign.’ He goes on with 
truth and modesty : ‘ Neighbours came to see the boy and the chaits.’ 
The poor measure their fives by the number of their inovables, and 
celebrate a victory in each additional ornament. So real is this 
pleasure that Cousin Bridget lamented to Elia that they were no 
longer poor, and, in consequence, no longer desired new luxuries 
because they could no longer triumph in their purchase. 

But all classes, save the newly rich, have their household gods ; 
and perhaps we may account for the vulgarity of the parvenu by 
remembering his lack of that old furniture which guards the sanctity 
of home. Chairs and tables, ornaments of trifling merit, tell us not 
only of ourselves but of our loved ones. Blatant egotism is reproved 
when we sit in our father’s chair, and scribble our memoranda at 
our great-grandmother’s escritoire. As links with the past, as linking 
us with others, we love these evidences of our* corporate existence ; 
we love them for themselves, and they have the merit to be as useful 
as if we loved them not. 

We change our clothes so ofteh ; we wear them out so soon ; wc 
cannot bear to look at our old photographs because they picture 
us in such ridiculous garments. We turn from them ^yith a fear of 
being old-fashioned, or worse—unfashionable. With fuifiiturc the 
Alder it is the better. The clothes of princes go at last to deck a 
scarecrow, but the cottage dresser decorates a hall in villadom and 
grows in dignity*with age. Our neighbours do not despise us because 
we inherited our chairs, but what wpuld they ^ayif for a moment Jhey 
suspected that we wore second-hanjd clothes? 'The poor may covet 
the furbelows and frills of the rich, they may envy the gloss of the 
black coat and the gleam of tkc white linen; but even they would 
prefer new clothes if they could’ get them, and they are not very 
grateful for cast-olf apparel. 
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I have seen Laud’s cope and Wellington’s Waterloo uniform. 
I have looked over them with veneration, but I have not wished for 
similar garments. How, on the other hand, I have longed for certain 
rooms, to see them, tq inhabit them, to feel-the influence of their 
refinement. I should hke -to have shared with St. Jerome, and not 
with his lion, that sunny scriptorium where Diirer drew him writing. 
I should like to say my prayers at the little faldstool in that quiet 
neat chamber of St. Ursula^ that Carpaccio painted. I feel that 
I, too, might have thrilled with the song of the birds had I awakened 
in Chaucer’s bed ; and I should have be'en tempted to no treachery had 
I stolen from the trunk of lachimo at midnight to survey Imogen’s 
queenly apjartment. This, you say, is mere sentiment. So it is, 
but are we not all sensitive to our surroundings and the better for their 
being beautiful ? In the Bodleian Library I have felt stir within me 
the spirit of research, a longing for a scholarship that was not mine. 
I have drummed on a table beneath Panizzi’s dome, impatient for 
my books, intending rapid reference, and eager to escape—^to find 
mt)re interest in a mummy case and the grotesque furniture of the 
dead. 

All furniture is instructive even when it is not beautiful. Do 
not despise those chairs and tables of the early Victorian era ! Well- 
made and ill-des'gned, they tell us of an age when good works and 
mean thoughts formed terms of alliance in the piiilosophy of the 
Utilitarians. Would Teufelsdrockh interpose ? Would he maintain 
that crinolines and chignons are eloquent of a time when women 
despised Cod’s handiwork, and destroyed their beauty by their own 
inventions ? No, Mein Herr, your teaching is at fault. You have 
not read Mr. Balfour’s argument on Naturalism and iKsthetic. 
Is not he the authority on the significance of bonnets 

The historian after all is but the ‘ journeyman joiner ’ of the past. 
His craft consists pf ingenious dovetailing. His success in part 
depends on the skill with which he upholsters his scenes. He finds 
curtains necessary to disguise his ignorance. There was a time when 
he went astray and strove to reconstruct history by means of roots, 
but philology proved a sorry guide. He has now, with better results, 
sought insp.rations from pots ; and the incidents painted on broken 
va*es yield many an instructive lesson. 

The first clothes that took the form of aprons may antedate ail 
furniture; but furniture remains extent after all clothes have become 
cobwebs. ‘ %, 

There have been historic garnients. Gowns have been devised 
by will; romance haa -^oyed with a glove and flaunted with a scarf ; 
scandal has found occasion in a wardrobe. We could tell anecdotes 
about Elizabeth’s petticoats, the bAots of William Kufus, or the 
sky-blue coat o£» Robespierre. Th6 cope of^St. Martin was for long 
the palladium of France, and more than one nation has suffered 

\ 
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^ interdict because of a dispute as to a pallium. But even in this 
field furniture is superior. What a volume might be written on 
bedsteads (I will not write it lest you sleep), and what can compare 
in interest with the .three great chairs of Christendom—at West¬ 
minster, at Aachen, and at Rome? But tliose three chairs cotfld 
only be treated properly in a se'parate essay. They overwhelm 
my imagination and afford no resting^places for my fancies. To 
think of them aright I pause. • • 


H. Maynard Smith. 
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THE, GHENT SCHOOL FOR MOTHERS 


Not far from tlie beautiful town ball of (rhent and the imposing 
cathedral of St. Bavon runs an obscure and narro’wf street, the Rue 
Basse, ajid there early one Sunday morning we were directed to 
No. (), the babies’ dispensary. Ghent, though not so beautiful as 
the neighbovring town of Bruges, is picturesquely situated on several 
islands at the confluence of two rivers, and it was formerly the capital 
of ^he County of Flanders. At the time of its greatest splendour it 
numbered a rpiarter of a million of inhabitants, an energetic, inde¬ 
pendent sort «-f people, always at war with their counts or their kings. 
The birthplace of Charles the Fifth, its turbulent independence was 
a source of great anxiety to him, and finally determined him in 1540 
to ('.onstruct a great citadel, from whence his garrison could dominaf.e 
the town. After the erection of ‘ this tomb of their privileges and 
prosperity,’ the town steadily decreased in numbers until something 
of the former prosperity was brought back by the introduction of the 
spinning-]enny, the building of a port and of the Terneuzen Canal, 
and, finally, the founding of a university under the Dutch dominion. 
But Ghent has not become again a residential 'town, its population 
of 162,000 consisting principally of workers in the textile mills. Wages 
are lo'^ and hourg are Jong, and a very large number of married women 
are employed in the factories. This fact alone probably accounts 
largely for the rate of infant mortality, which had reached in 1901 
the very high figure of 333 deaths per 1,0(X) births, as compared 
with 208 deaths per 1,000 births in Burnley, one of our worst English 
towns. 

• This temblc slaughter of infants came to tl\p attention of the Vooruit 
or ‘ Forwards ’ Society of Socialists, working men and women endowed 
with the true fighting spirit of the earlier town burghers, whose enemy 
this*time was not a count oV a king, but Death. Ainopg them a young 
doctor set himself to devise a complete system which should not only 
save* the infants of tl^p present, but should ‘also prepare the young 
mothers of the future for their res’ponsibilities. He started about five 
years ago the ‘ Society for Helping MolSiers,’ under the auspices of the 
Bweau de BienfaJ,sance, an old endowed and ^rate-aided charity, and 
his kind invitation enabled us to see something of'his unique work. 

\ 
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(By ‘ us ’ I mean a party of members of the Women’s Co-operative 
Guild who had gone to Belgium- to study the work of foreign co¬ 
operative and socialist societies.) We found Dr. Miele in his little 
consulting-room, openijag out of a large waiting-room, where a number 
of mothers sat Avith their babies. Everythjng’was scrupulously cleafii, 
and the white walls were decorated with attractively painted Flemish 
mottoes, such as: •• • 

• •• * . • 

Ecn moeder die hour 
plight voldocfc 

lleiiricind luct hare 
borsteii voedt. 

(That mother does lier duty best, who feeds her children from the breast.) 

Luistert naar dokters 
wijzeii raad 

En iiiot naar ieclers • 

zot gepraat. 

(The doctor’s,wise advice obey, don’t heed wliat foolisJi prattlers .sat.) 


We were given seats on a bench with three nicely dressed gffls 
of from eleven to fourteen, who were watching the proceedings with 
the greatest interest. The doctor explained that they were candidates 
for his course in child nurture, and that they were expected to watch 
the consultations for some time before joining in the practical work 
of the course. 

Two of the students were there, neat young girls of fifteen or 
sixteen, hard at work weighing the babies, marking charts, and 
taking temperatures. As each mother came in she placed her baby 
in the weighing cradle and handed her chart to the doctor. After 
he had verified the weight, he took the child hims6]f from the scales 
and held it so gently In his strong hands that not a single baby, even 
the sickliest, cried at his examination. After asking the mother a 
few questions in Flemish about the child’s health jyid her owfi, he 
wrote the necessary order for the.next week’s milk or specially pre- 
])ared food, and gayc it-to the mother with a*printed card of directions 
for feeding, selected from about ten varieties of cards. The mother 
then deposited her payment, any sum from one to fifteen centimes 
(mider Id. to lid.), according to her means, and retired with her baby. 
With prompt precision, but with no sorise of hurr}'^, chiTd g,fter child 
-vyas seen, about forty being presented in less than t.wo hours that 
Smiday morning. On weekdays one dispensary is open at eight in 
the moniing, th| other from six to eight hi the evening. The (^n- 
sultations are longest in the summer, and when there is an epidemic 
of diarrhoea they sometifties keep the doctor dhd^ his young assistants 
busy for four hours and more. * 

As we understood no Flomiih, Dr. Miele kept up a running com¬ 
mentary on the cases ^n excellent English. Here was a woman 
with her sixteenth child, which had inherited a severe disease from 

f 
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the father, here wae a delicate seventeenth child, here a tenth, and 
again a tenth, all under weight. fHere came a twelfth child, very 
small and consumptive, the mother, ‘a good woman but short of 
feed ’ from her husband’s low wages having already lost eight children. 
Oh a family, where eight, again, had died, another eleventh baby 
was being treated, but it was not so small as the baby of a bobbin 
spinner. The worst cases, indeed, were the babies of those mothers 
employed in linen factories, who siot only cannot themselves care for 
their children, but who also suffer in health from the necessarily 
humid atmbsphere of a linen null, ^he damp steam from water, 
often putrid, is particularly bad for their breasts. The Belgian law, 
like the English, allows women to work up to the time of childbirth, 
requiring a compulsory rest of four weeks afterwards^: 

But Dr. Miclc welcomes healthy babies, as well as sickly ones, 
as long as they are brought to him regularly, and he showed us several 
fmo-looking ones, with a chart Une above the average. One such 
baby was brought in the arms of a splendid-looking old woman, 
‘ the great mother,’ Dr. Miele explained, ‘ who is very fearful and 
comes every day.’ A neat-looking young mother presented a fine 
child of three months. ‘ She lost her first baby, and the husband 
was so upset that he sent her very often to consult me before the 
birth of this baby.’ But we were told that some of the healthiest- 
looking children had no real stamina, but would fall away terribly 
after only one day's illness, and then recover very slowly. 

Here was a mother to report on the illness of a baby, whom the 
doctor promised to visit later in the day. ‘ That child has a cough, 
and I never allow coughing children to come here, or, of course, 
children with any infectious diseases.’ Here was an older sister, of 
twelve or thirteen, with the baby. ‘ I encourage the sisters to come,’ 
said the doctor, ‘ as it teaches them early the care of children.’ Here 
was a'^very dirty baby, the only dirty one we had seen. ‘ This is the 
mother’s first visit, and I shall not say much about clcanhness,’ said 
the doctor, ‘ for she will cee the standard of the other mothers, and 
will not bring her baby dirty a second time. The mothers learn 
quickly, and are very obedient to all my orders, though 25 per cent, 
of them cannot read the cards.’ (Education is not compulsory in 
il^lgium,) It is a question whether the better educated English 
mothers would be so amenable to orders, but the mothers of Ghent 
certainly deserve great credit for their contribution to the striking 
suceess of Dr. Miele’s work. Out of a thousand children presented 
yearly, 27 per cent, died the first year, but now the mortality is only 
4 per cent., though mswiy of the children are, of course, peculiarly 
delicate. 

In a long talk, after the mothers end babies had gone, Dr. Miele 
explained to us the interaction of the twelve different ‘ services,’' 
as he calls them, wliich makes his work so unique. First the 
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(^spensaries, jwith 1,000 babies presented annually for treatment, four- 
fifths paying, one-fifth free. SecopAly is the ‘ service ’ of the ‘ visiting 
mothers.’ Unlike the health visitors of Huddersfield, Finsbury, &c., 
these mothers are themselves* working women, and are chosen by 
the doctor from those dispensary motheus who show most evident 
proof of intelligence and devotion to the work. Having been well 
trained by him in the care of babies, a^d in the preparation of their 
food, they go at his request fo ^islt the inexperienced mothers in 
their neighbourhood, and take under their protection thp ill-cared- 
for babies. They receive no pay, but are proud of the honour of being 
chosen by Dr. Miele, who could not speak too highly of their helpful 
zeal, from both the practical and the moral point of view. 

The third ‘ service ’ is the Mothers’ Friendly Society, in which any 
mother can enter any baby under fifteen months by paying fifteen 
centimes (IJc?.) a week, or, if very poor, seven centimes (loss than Id.) 
a week, even these small payments being suspended in^the case of 
unemployment, or of long illness. For this sum, and if it is brought 
regularly to the dispensary, the baby is entitled to receive free eviwy 
sort of medical aid, including vaccination, and the mother is helped 
if she is in great trouble or want. More than 4(X) children are entered 
in this Friendly Society, and the mortahty is practically nothing. 

The fourth ‘ service ’ is the Ghent Milk Depot, from which the 
Bureau de Bienfaisance distributes humanised or sterilised milk to 
indigent babies, on Dr. Miele’s orders. More than 400 babies have 
been brought up on this pure milk. 

The next ‘ service ’ is one of giving milk, again by the doctor’s 
orders, to indigent mothers who are nursing their babies. One quart 
is given every day, and this not only improves the mother’s health, 
and the quantity and’quahty of her milk, but also serves as a valuable 
moral support to young nursing mothers. We saw one mother who 
had been receiving this milk, and her baby was |i fatJittle thin^, well 
above normal weight. 

A further ‘ service *■ is in the milk depots in difl'erent parts of the 
town, where sterilised milk is sold at thirty centimes a litre (about 
‘3d. a quart) or at 2d. or even Id. to the very poor mothers of the 
Friendly Society. Further, Dr. Miele prepares in his own home a 
number of special foods, for babies’ digestive troubles, selling them 
at from three to six centimes a meal (just over or under ^d.). 

Another ‘ service ’ consists in health talks to mothers, given on 
Sundays during^^the winter, illustrated by* lantern slides and by*the 
exhibition of babies’ hygienic clothing, &c. 

The ninth ‘ service ’ is a course on child cu(jburc for girls of from 
fourteen to eighteen. Besides a simple theoretic course in anatomy 
and infant physiology, the girli# have practical courses in the prepara¬ 
tion of sterilised milk aij^d of all f<md for infants, in thp dispensary work 
of weighing, ma/king charts, and taking temperatures, and finally 
VoL. LX—No. 358 t 3 <S 



974 THE NIEETE^TH GENTUBY Dec. 

r 

iri tlie criches, where for a time each pupil takes sole ^harge of o\ip 
baby. For the first two years tlfese girls, though they come from 
working-class homes, are paid nothing, but at sixteen they begin to 
earn twenty-five francs^ {ll.) a month, rising-,to tliirty francs, and 
th\s is considered good pay in Ghent. This ‘ service ’ is one of the 
most valuable, as it not only assures to the doctor a constant supply 
of willing young helpers, bul also educates, for their future career 
of motherhood, a large number o‘t the working girls of the town. 
Dr. Miele has a similar practical course of training for foster-mothers, 
who are entitled to receive one.or two or even more babies, either 
every day or altogether, according to the wisbes and means of the 
mothers employed in factories. This system has an obvious advantage 
over the old way of confiding'the baby to a neighbour, who is not 
necessarily fitted for the work. These foster-mothers are trained and 
inspected, taking the babies every week to the dispensary, and they 
are very proud of the diplomas given after they have been successful 
with their charges. Each of Dr. Miele’s four small creches is pre- 
sid"'d. over by one or more of these foster-mothers, and the really 
intelligent ones are being trained (the twelfth ‘ service ’) for special 
nursing of skin diseases, consumption, &c., and even for the care of 
incubator babies. (There arc no properly trained nurses in Ghent, 
nor is there a hospital for cliildrcn.) 

Dr. Miele was kind enough to show us two of these model creches, 
where he receives ill or delicate cliildrcn. We were particularly 
interested in one little girl, a tiny seven months’ baby, who had just 
spent two months in the doctor’s beautiful and exjiensivc inc^ubator, 
and we were told that she would soon be a fine big baby. None of 
the infants ever have diarrhoea in his creches, although ."iS per cent, 
of the dispensary babies have it in some form eve^y summer. The 
doctor only charges ds. weekly for each creche baby though it costs 
him 8s., without reckoning his own time and efforts. Towards the 
expenses of all his twelve ‘ services ’ the Bureau de Bicnfaisance only 
grants him 1,500 francs (bOi.) yearly. Besides this he has very little 
pecuniary help, but he manages to keep down his expenses some¬ 
what by interesting and utilising poor women as visiting mothers, 
foster-mothers, and pupil nurses, and the Vooruit encourages its 
fcierabers .to help. The Society for Helping Mothers is only a 
nominal advisory board to the doctor, who thus carries on almost 
single-handed this splendid work. A.nd yet a more modest man 
nevbr lived. In his reports, which arc all issued in ^thc name of the 
‘ Ville de Gand,’ his own name is never mentioned, he simply 
appears as ‘ the doctor dl the Society.’ 

‘ When I am gone,’ he said earnestly, ‘ the town must feel respon¬ 
sible and must carry on this work, as it \s all done in their name. They 
get all the credit, and receive all the awards and medals.’ I feel that 
it is the least tribute I can pay to tins generous ahd public-spirited 
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Inan to mention his name in connection with a work which is practic¬ 
ally unique,•as nowhere else is there, as far as I know, such a complete 
system of fighting infant mortality. Babies’ dispensaries have been 
opened in France arfd Turin,* while New ¥ork and many towng in 
England have estabhshed milk depots ahd health visitors, but it is 
Dr. Miele alone who has inaugurated % School for Mothers, and who 
trains the future as well as tb,e preseid; generation of mothers in the 
care of infants. Which of our philanthropic societies will be the first 
to follow his example in England, or will the work be undertaken by 
friendly or co-operative societies, or by trade unionists, or perhaps 
by wealthy individuals ? Or will it be taken up by municipalities, 
or by education committees ? Why should not every, elementary 
school contain a dispensary for babies, where the elder girls could be 
trained, as the daughters of artisans are being trained irf Ghent ? 
Must we wait for the enlightened Socialist State to take definite 
action to stop the terrible waste of infant life in Erf^land ? We 
are told by Dr. Newman, in his valuable book on Infant Mortality 
(recently published), that our infant death rate is not declining, thdugh 
our general death rate is. Children under twelve months of age 
die in England to-day in as great numbers as they did seventy years 
ago. And this means that we are suffering not only a loss of 120,000 
infant lives every year, while our birth rate is declining, but it also 
indicates a prevalence of those causes and conditions which in the 
long run determine a serious degeneration of race. 

Alvs Russell. 
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THE ^ VIRGINIUS' INCIDENT AND CUBA 


The excitement in Cuba, which was responsible foj; the appearance 
of American men-of-war in the harbours of the island, instinctively 
carried the mind back through thirty-three years to that occasion 
when the United States sloop-of-war Jwnita arrived at Santiago, 
and the war-ship Wyoming, under Commander Hushing, followed 
her, not for the purpose of imposing American authority on the island, 
but^to prevent^the completion of an act which, had it gone unchecked, 
might—nay, would—have resulted rin the liberation of Cuba from 
Spanish rule, and have anticipated the Spanish-American war by a 
quarter of a century. 

It was the time of what is known as the Virginius incident, when 
the steamer of that name was captured by the Spanish gunboat 
Tornado, and several men, including British and American citizens, 
were shot. The execution of the Americans—the slaughter, as it 
was called—incensed the feeling of the United States to such a pitch 
of indignation that meetings were held in many of the large cities, 
and war funds were subscribed to purchase ships And munition to 
demand restitution from Spain for the act of her representatives 
in Culja. It would scarcely be going too far to assume that, judging 
from the conteniporaiy records, the excitement was almost greater 
in America at that time than it was even during, the late war, in which 
the independence of Cuba was evolved. 

It was, it need hardly be said at ^his late day, to help the evolution 
of that independence that the Virginim started on her mission, which 
yearly embroiled Great Britain in a war with Spain. It was, indeed, 
the vigorous action of one man,* and one marf alone, which prevented 
that disaster, as it prevented the slaughter, under the false designation 
of execution, of a hundred prisoners who had been condemned after 
a hole-and-corner trial. The man whose resolutioii and decision 
saved the situation was.my father, the late Altamont de Cordova, 
from whom I once leamt the particulars I now record, to add a new 
chapter to the story which has been Ijold in many books. In order 
that the situation may be the better understood it is advisable to 
recall, in a rapid and succinct manner, the “condition of affairs as 
they then were. 
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For some years a sort of gfbrilla warfare had been carried on 
t)y the Cubdns, having for its ultimate object the expulsion of the 
•Spaniards, ifter the Revolution in Spain in 1868. During those 
years Jamaica offered an asylpm to the Cuban refugees, who deemed 
it expedient to escape whilj there was yet time from the clutches of 
Spain. There is little doubt, therefore, t£iat many of the plots which 
were hatched against Spanish rule afc.the tim^ were conceived in 
Kingston, the city in which iho moq^; important, at all events, of 
the Cubans took up their residence. 

It was on the 20th of Ogtoberj 1873, that the steanler Virginius 
arrived at Kingston,* with 159 souls on board. She was consigned 
to my father, who was then living in that city, where our people 
had lived for generations. At the time of the Inquisition they left 
Spain rather than give up their religion and took refuge in the island, 
in common with other Spanish families who had to flee foi^a similar 
reason. There, they remained when Jamaica was annexed by Great 
Britain under the Commonwealth, and to-day their^ descendants 
still flourish, and not only bear the old Spanish names but preserve 
all the old Spanish characteristics, so that, though JEhglish "to the 
backbone in thought and act aifd feeling, they bear a close physical 
resemblance to the subjects of King Alfonso. My father was well 
known as a great advocate of Cuban independence, which he just 
lived to see achieved as the outcome of the Spanish-American war. 
He was 'persona grala with all the Cuban refugees, who realised that 
their cry, ‘ Viva Cuba libre y independiente! ’ was the watchword 
of his life, even as it was of their own. 

When the Yirginim arrived in Kingston she was in a leaky condi¬ 
tion, and the captain wanted to have her thoroughly repaired before 
starting for Port Limon, wliich was her destination. The ship was 
flying the American flag, and while there is no doubt that the ultimate 
destination of many of the passengers was Cuba she hersglf was 
bound for Port Limon, a fact of which a great deal was made at the 
time. For three or four days the Yirginius remained in the harbour, 
while such repairs as were possible were executed by the local engineers. 
To test her she was given a trial trip in Kingston Harbour, and every¬ 
body was delighted with the result. There was only one dissentient 
voice. It was my father’s. ^ • 

To celebrate the preparedness of the steamer for*her voyage 
a ball was given in honour yf the principals of the expedition, and 
was largely attended by the wealthy Cubans who had found a fijendly 
asylum in Kingston, and their English friends. My father was a 
great Freemason at the time, and held an exalted position ^n the 
affairs of the craft. Indeed, he» ruled Eas% Jamaica masonically 
for several years. A few dajis before the Yirginius started he himself 
conferred on Bernabe Varona, p. leader of the expedition, one of the 
higher degrees in masonry. As a memento of \^hat was to him a 
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very interesting occasion my fathiir took from his coat a masonic 
jewel he was wearing at the time jjid gave it to Varona, and a day 
or two later he also presented him with his photograph taken in 
masonic regaUa. That little jewel and that photograph subsequently 
played no insignificant part in the tragedy which was to follow. 

Amid such rejoicings the Viryinius left Jamaica. To speed the 
parting guests a large party ef their English friends and the Cuban 
residents went down the harb(*ur on the steamer, returning later by 
steam yachts chartered for the purpose. As the Virginius passed 
down the ha'rbour and out beyond Porf. Royal my father drew atten¬ 
tion to the fact that her behaviour was justif 3 diig the dissatisfaction 
he had expressed at the trial trip. He pointed out that the genera¬ 
tion of steam was defective and that the pressure recorded by the 
gauges was not sufficient. He therefore strongly advised that 
they should return and remedy these defects. No one would hsten 
to him.» The blood of the leaders was up. ‘ We have started,’ they 
cried; ‘ we will go on.’ They went on. It was magnificent, but it 
was not prudence. 

Then came the first dramatic moment in the tragedy, which 
teemed with drama. The men were assembled on deck, and my 
father, introduced by the commanding officer as the ‘ dear friend of 
Cuba,’ made a short address to them. As he bade them good-bye 
and God-speed, preparatory to going down the ladder to the steam 
yacht to return to Kingston, Varona stepped forward, and throwing 
his arms about him said, ‘ A few nights ago you gave me this jewel. 
It is on my breast to-day,’ and ho pointed to the httle masonic emblem 
he was wearing. ‘If I die fighting for the liberty of Cuba I will 
die with that pinned on my breast.’ Only a few days later he was 
led out to be shot. The jewel was still pinned to Ins'breast. 

It was in that way that the expedition started. It will be well, 
therefore, to recall the events in the order they happened, before 
showing how it was that the lives of the majority of those on board 
were saved, and one or possibly two wars which might have been 
the outcome were prevented. For these events I draw on the story 
told in the New York Herald some few years ago, by Mr. Alexander 
Estrada, one of the survivors of the expedition. 

% ^During the^ afternoon, after the departure of the Virginius, the 
members of the expedition were in high spirits. Songs were sung and^ 
stories told, and they turned in early ijb get a good night’s rest after 
the (hiy’s excitement and the junketing of the previous night. Before 
daylight, however, the clanking of the pumps awakened them to the 
fact that the repairs had itot been sstfcisfactorilj made and the steamer 
had sprung a leak. She put into'*Jeremie, in Hayti, where the leak 
was repaired, and she put to sea again, only to have to put in at Port 
au Prince for additional repairs. Once again they touched Caymito, 
and the captain, Joseph Fry, believing that everything was then all 
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right, started for Port Limon on Ithe afternoon of the last day of 
October. Among the leaders of |the expedition, besides Varona, 
were.W. A. ( 3 . Ryan, an American officer who had fought in the Civil 
War and was commqnly calUd General, Jesus del Sol, and Pedro 
Cespedes. • , " » 

About four o'clock in the afternoon [wrotjg Mr. Estrada] a steamer hove in 
sight, which after a while was recognised as a Spanish man-of-war, the 
Tornado. She was then about ten miVes ofl',*l)ut she fired a gun, for those on 
board the Virgmius saw the cloud of white ainolce and heard the dull boom 
of the explosion. The captain turaed thg head of the Virgunna for .laraaica 
and the chase began. The Virginias was making ten knots an hour, the 
Tornado was making twelve. 

‘ If we can han|; him ujj until nightfall 1 think I shall bo able to get yon 
away,’ said Captain Fry. Then he turned to the engineer and asked, ‘ Can’t 
you give her more steam ? We arc losing steadily.’ 

‘ I am afraid of the boilers,’ said the engineer, ‘ but if you say so 1*will give 
them the top notch.’ , 

‘ Let her go for all she is worth,’ replied f’aptain k’ry. * 

A few minutes later the creaking and racking of the old steamer was 
increased tenfold. She seemed like some gi'cat leviathan flying in agon;^ from 
a deadly pursuer. TTnder this new impetus she held her own imtil the verge of 
nightfall. Then the captain came lift with a white face. ‘What is the 
matter? ’ asked one of the Cubans. ‘ I am afraid we will have to give up,’ 
was the reply; ‘ the shaking of the ship has loosened the calking and wc are 
leaking badly.’ 

Our speed had decreased to seven knots. Five miles away the Spaniard 
was coming up hand over foot, her bulwarks crowded with dark faces. Still 
the captain did not stop the ship. At four miles the Kj)aniardK tried another 
shot at ns. The big ball wont careering and bounding through the st'a and 
four cable-lengths to starboard fell short, but luckily did not glance from the 
waves, ns it was a line shot and would have hulled us. 

A third and fourth shot followed, the latter snarling by so close to the 
rigging that wo ducked Apprehensively. At the fifth trial the smokestack rang 
and vibi-ated as though struck by iv giant hammer, one of the nine cables fcdl 
with a great clatter, knocking one of the deck hands senseless. 

‘The jig is up,’ cried the captain; ‘round her t» and*stop the engines.’ 
.\round came the Virginias in a great’sweep, with the'American flag still flying 
from her forepeak. ‘ Tlidt will protect us at any’rate,’ we thought. Up came 
the Spaniard at top speed, with the ^oani flying from her bows, whereon W’C 
could make out the name Tornado. 

She rounded to within a short distance from the Virginins, and a moment 
later two large cutters with thirty men and two officers put off and rowed 
alongside. They tumbled (»’er the bulw.ark«, thoir faces black' withisupercilions 
anger. 

Without stopping to make inquiries one of the officers turned upon us and 
cried, ‘ Take down that damned flag ! ’ , 

One of the Vi'f^ivius passengers, a mere boy—T think it was Edward Scott — 
said, ‘ Take it down yourself.’ And.they did. ^The American flag was torn 
down and the red and yellow flag of Spain was set ^ its place. As it*came 
down the Spanish officers grabbed it and' trampled it underfoot. 

Captain Fry handed over his napers. They were regular enough, but the 
Spanish captain crumpled them angrily in his hand. We made no resistance, 
for such a thing wa^ uselels. In half an hour everybody, with the exception of 
Captain Fry and the engineer, was tightly bound and transferred to the Tornado. 
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And how thoBO thongs did hurt! wore handled like sacks of meal and 
thrown about at the pleasure of our caitors. Before leaving trfe Virginiua wo 
wore thoroughly searched. It was no# possible to hide anything from them, 
because they stripped us of all our clothes, * 

Very queer we looke^. too, standing 'in half-naked groups among the 
gofgeoualy-unifonned Spanish pffioers. General Ryan sneered so openly at the 
Spaniards that I fully expected to Bee"him killed upon the spot. Having taken 
every article that cou^d have cogtlfibuted in the least to our comfort, our captors 
for a time turned their attention to othef,things. The American flag was spread 
upon the deck, and occasionally a Jlpanish officer would come forward to trample 
and spit upog it. ‘ That means war, boys, if we ever get out of this,’ said Ryan. 

. » 

The prisoners were taken to Santiago. As soon as the news 
of the capture was made known the city was illuminated, and men 
marched im triumph through the streets, accompanied by bands of 
music. The next day two courts were held. One of them, according 
to Mr. ^Istrada, was ‘ for the disposition of the crew and the other 
for thohe claiming to be passengers. General Eyan, Del Sol, Cespedes, 
and Varona were taken to the first-named court, where they appealed 
to the American consul in vain for aid.’ 

Oil the morning of the 3rd of November these four men were placed 
in cells apart from the others. *They remained there until the 
following morning, when they were called out by a Spanish officer, 
who, with a guard of soldiers, marched them past the large stone 
room where we were confined. We could see them going by. Ryan 
called out, “ I guess it is death this time. Good-bye, boys, and good 
luck.” ’ 

It was death. The leaders of the expedition had been led out 
to be executed. 

Mr. Estrada continues: 

On the following day we were taken before the (^-ourt of Marine and asked if 
there had been arms or ammunition on board the Virffinius. We replied in the 
negative. This waa repeq-ted on the fith of November. A document stating that 
the Virginiua waa a filibuster was presented for our signatures, and again we 
refused to sign it. 

Several of the Spanish officers drew their swords, and under threat of in.stant 
death some of my companions signed the paper, but it is only fair to say that 
they afterwards repented bitterly. 

It was the original plan of the Spaniards not to spare a single life. At our 
fast hearing pap'tain Pry and thirty-nine of his companions were condemned to 
be shot on the 8bh of November. My name was among the ill-fated forty. By, 
this time suffering had made me apathetic, and 'I heard the sentence with 
nothing worse than a tumultuous boating of my heart. After sentence had been 
passed on Captain Pry and the rest of us General Burriel, th« bnrtal comman¬ 
dant of Santiago, learned that the British warship Niobe would leave Kingston 
on th^Gth of November and would arrive at Santiago on the following day. 

As sixteen of those upon whom senVcnce had been passed were English the 
date of execution was set for the 7th instead ^ the 8th, in order to head off any 
possible interference from the Niobr. 

On the morning nf the fatal day the same officer and the same squad of 
soldiers who were responsible for the death of poor Ryan abd his companions 
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appeared at the door of the large bare room where we were confined, ___ 
names were cdlled out one by one. Au each name was called out we stepped to 
one side without even a chance of sayilig good-bye to our companions, many of 
whom were weeping. It was ‘ A Dios ’ (‘ Good-byo ’) all round, and then 
we were marched clanking down the long hall to a chapel, where we could 
prepare our souls for eternity. U was shortly pa^t eight o’clock when we reached 
the chapel. I was in the rear with Aiftonio I)eloyo and could see all of my 
companions. Some of them sat gazing at th# intoning priests, calmly, nnilinch- 
ingly. Others bowed their heads on^tl;eirJiands. A few knelt in prayer. Captain 
Fry held his chin in the air and did not seem to notice his surroundings. 

Behind us the muskets of the guards rattled and clanked as they moved to 
and fro, and in front of ns the bla»k-robed priests were intoning a Mass for the 
repose of our souls. It \vas good of the Spaniards to trouble themselves about 
our future welfare. We remained in this chapel for six mortal hours, and the 
strain of it was sopiething terrific. , 

The morning soon crept up to the noon hour and began to slant along into 
the afternoon. Our guards had grown rather somnolent when witji a solemn 
clatter of footsteps we fil'd out of the chapel and formed two abreast outside. 

As I passed I.was told to stop to one side where three of my companions 
stood. They were Henni "US Queseda, Augustin Santa Itosa, afid Jose Boitel. 

‘ We have been reprieved for a time at least,’ said Boit<d to me. Then wo stood 
and waved ‘ Good-bye ’ to our comrades ns they stumped slowly away ii^ avdead 
march toward a little tile-roofed building with a long wall of stone. 

Those who had been detailed to guard us felt that they ha^ been defrauded 
of a legitimate sport. They were not to take part in the battue. * But they 
could at least look on unobserved. So, with many a blow and curse, wc were 
marched down past the slaughter-house, moving very slowly on our way to the 
prison, in order that no notice should be taken of our dellection. Over by the 
slaughter-house we saw the prisoners standing in a squad near the wall. Some 
of them held their heads up proudly, defiantly. Others looked as though death 
would have been a relief. The Spanish sergeant ran hither and thither, grabbing 
each man by the shoulders and placing him against the wall. I saw no blind¬ 
folding, no untying of the hands. 

Finally the entire thirty-seven prisoners were placed against the wall in a 
long line, ready for the slaughter. In fact, the place was a slaughter-house, 
used for the butchering of cattle. 

There was no delay in carrying out the horrible programme to the er||d' The 
guards were resting arms, in front of the pidsoners, ifl a loftg line. There were 
about fifty of them, as near as I can remember. Suddenly the Spanish officer 
in command of the execution gave a loud, shrill order, and up came a long level 
line of steel barrels. 1 did not notice any shrinking in the attitude of the 
prisoners along the wall. There were no moans, no cries for mercy. 

* Are you ready ? One—two—three—fire ! ’ There came a rattling volley 
and a white cloud of smoke streamed past the line of soldiers., ^Vhen it drifted 
away the whole horrid sight burst upon us fis though from the setting of a stdge. 


It was the arrival of the Niobe which prevented the execution of 
the remaindetjijOf the prisoners. How it was that she came to be 
sent on her life-saving errand has yet to be told. The incidents 
were once related to nie by my father, who, as the consignee bf the 
Virginius, was, if not the first to receive the information of her capture, 
one of the earliest to do so, fof her fate concerned him deeply. 

The news of the ,execution created consternation not merely 
among the Cubtfhs, but among the English citizens who sympathised 
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with them, and Kingston seethed wi ;1ti excitement. My father imraedi-^ 
ately cabled to the United States c >nsul at Santiago for confirmation 
of the truth of the message. It was more than confiri&ed, for^the 
consul cabled that eighty more of the crew J^ad been condemned 
to shot the next morning. It was then nearly four o’clock in *the 
afternoon. ' 


At all costs my father detSrrained that that abominable outrage 
must be averted. He went at Once 'to the head of the telegraph 
office in Kingston and asked him to verify the despatches as having 
been receive'd. Then he prevailed upon that official to order the 
cable office in Kingston to remain open all night if necessary, and to 
instruct the cable office at Santiago not to close until the Kingston 
office gave it leave to do so. Sil'ch precautions would be unnecessary 
in these days, but at that time the business community of Kingston 
did not use the cable to any great extent, and the ordinary offic(*. 
hours "^ere from eight in the morning until five in ‘the afternoon. 
Had the precaution not been taken there would have been no possibility 
of saving those men ; for, even if one of the telegraph operators in 
Kingston had .been summoned from his home after business hours, 
there would have been no possibility of getting into touch with his 
colleagud at Santiago. 

Thirty years ago the only means of communicating with the 
Commodore at Port Royal was by going thither in a boat, and under 
favourable conditions it took an hour to run across the harbour. 


There was no telegraph in those days, no telephone of course, and 
it was by no means easy to get even a steam-launch without fairly 
long notice. i\fter sending a messenger to order a little sailing boat 
my father went to the acting vice-consul of the United States, the 
consul and vice-consul being both away, and prevailed upon him 
to cable to the commander of the United States man-of-war Wyom/itig, 
stationed in Colon, ordering him to start for Santiago without a 
moment’s delay. Then my father went to Port Royal. Commodore 
de Horsey, who was in command of the station, naturally knew my 
father and saw him without delay. . The situation was explained to 
lum, and he was asked to take immediate action to prevent the exe¬ 
cutions that had been arranged for next morning. It was a grave 
position for the Commodore ,to face. He^ evidently wanted to 
temporise. 

‘ In what capacity do you call on me ? ’ he asked. 

‘ As the consignee of tho Virginius, as a British subject, as one 
holding her Majesty’s commission as a justice of the peace, or in 
any Capacity which will Soonest obtain a hearing for me,’ said my 
father. ' 


The two cablegrams from the American vice-consul in Santiago, 
giving the facts of the case, were shown to (.the Commodore. He 
read them and handed them back, saying, ‘ I don’t see what I can 
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do in the matter. It is now fivfj o’clock, and the telegraph office 
c^loses at that? hour. Even if I wanted to send a message I have no 
opportunity of doing so.’ * 

‘ ^ut, Commodore,’ said father, ‘ you caimot suppose I have 
not •provided against* that. ^ The office in Kingston as well as |he 
office in Santiago will be kept open'all nrght, if necessary, and they 
will not be shut until I give instructionfbthat they may be.’ 

Still the (commodore wavered... ‘.I k-ardly see what I can do, Mr. 
de Cordova ; what is it you ask ? ’ 

‘ That you send a telcgran^ protesting against further*executions, 
and that you send a vessel of war to Santiago de Cuba immediately.’ 

Still the Commodore was loth to act. ‘ I have only one vessel 
in the harbour, and I must keep her foe an emergency.’ 

‘ 1 respectfully submit that the emergency has arisen,’ was the 
prompt reply. * 

‘ The Niohe ^s the only vessel T have, and she is not ready for sea,’ 
said the Commodore. 

‘ But in Jier Majesty’s service a vessel not ready for sea can be 
got ready in two hours.’ ^ ‘ * * 

Short as the conversation was* the earnestness and gravity of tlie 
visitor had its effect. The Commodore rose, and, asking to be 
excused in order to spe what he could do, left the room. In ten minutes 
lie returned with a message written on a half-sheet of note-paper. 
He handed it to my father, saying, ‘ Mr. de Cordova, here is a telegram 
which you w'ill please have sent to Cuba. I have signalled to Sir 
Lambton Lorainc, the captain of the Niohe, to have his vessel pre¬ 
pared for sea at once and come ashore for orders. She will be on 
her way to Cuba before eight o’clock to-night.’ 

With a few words of thanks to the Commodore my father put 
Hie telegram into his pocket, went back to Kingston, and cabled 
the message, the exact wording of which he did not recall whpn he 
told me the story over twenty years after the incident had happened. 
Jn effect, however, the message was ; ‘ Commodore de Horsey pro¬ 
tests, in her Britannic Majesty’s name, against further execution 
of persons on Virginius pending amval of her Majesty’s sloop Niohe, 
wliich leaves this evening for Cuba.’ 

It went to the English vice-consul, Mr. Theodore* Brooks, who 
protested formally ‘ in ‘the name ani by order of Commodore A. C. 
de Horsey, commanding the naval force of her Britannic Majesty’s 
navy in the W’est Indies, against the execution of sixteen indivi(juals 
on the Virginius who claim to be British subjects.’ It was this 
protest which practically stopped the executions. » 

When the Governor of Santiago received the fnessage he is described 
by one who was present as having stamped and raved ‘ like a mad¬ 
man,’ but he recognised that iti was impossible for him to refuse to 
act in accordance with that protest. 
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The rest of the story has been t|)Id by Mr. Estrada. 


Something like the following uiessages passed quickly between the ship and 
the shoi-e : " , 

The English captain to General Burriel; \ What is the meaning of the shoot- 
inc now going on ? ’ • * 

General Burriel to the English .captain:* ‘We aro only shooting some 
prisoners.’ 

The English captain to Gene*ral Burriel: ‘ Are there any English subjects 
among them ? ’ «i ‘ r 

General Burriel to the English captain: ‘ No, only Americans.’ 

The English captain to General BurricJ: ‘ If you shoot another prisoner, 
either English or American, until I can investigate the facts I will bombard the 
town.’ 

Here is diplomacy for you [continued the survivor] and of the very best kind. 
It was a diplomacy that saved our lives, although it came Ifoo late to save the 
lives of many of our poor companions. 

Gencr&l Burriel (he adds] was furious over the interference of the com¬ 
mander, of the Niobe. 

M 

At the same time the United States ship Wyoming arrived, and so 
did^the United States sioop-of-war Juanita. Eventually the prisoners 
were released... Before that happened, however, they had to undergo 
a great many ^xardships, with which' I need not here concern myself. 

Two' or three additional personal incidents in connection with the 
story will not be without interest. The two most popular men on 
the expedition were undoubtedly Varona and Kyan. Although I 
was only a cliild at the time 1 can still remember the impression they 
produced on me when 1 was told they were going to fight for the 
freedom of Cuba, and 1 can still recall the enthusiasm they and their 
cause never failed to awaken in the people. Ryan was very tall, 
and to my childish eyes he seemed almost gigantic. The impres¬ 
siveness of his appearance was intensified by his clean-shaven face, 
his long hair, and the sombrero he wore, while Varona, slight and of 
middle height, I remember, was always spoken of as one of the hand¬ 
somest men my father had ever known. 

There was a strange fatalism about Ryan: In spite of the fact 
that everybody called him ‘ General ’ he had only really risen to the 
rank of lieutenant in the American Civil War, in which he hhd been 
wounded some twenty times. Over and over again when discussing 
Cuban en'cerprise and the possibility of the death, from Spanish 
bullets, of those who were taking part in it, he used to say, ‘ I shalj 
never die by a bullet. 1 know it. They have tried hard to kill me, 
as ypu see by these wounds>, but they never succeedei^ and they never 
will.’ 

Kc, with Varona, Cc^pedes, and Jesus del Sol made up the first 
four who were executed. The other three fell dead at the first volley. 
He fell too, but was only wounded, not killed. He did not die until 
a soldier ran forward and put a .bayonet ^or sword through his 
heart. Then they cut off his head and Varonu’s, put them on 
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pikes, and cvried them through "he streets, to the delight of the 
populace. , ' I 

Among Varona’s possessions the Spanish authorities found my 
father’s photograph. • Everyofte in Cuba k^pw his name, the Cubans 
as the man they loved and Generated, the»Spaniards as the man tftey 
hated. How great was that hate was exemplified by the fact that 
after Varona had been shot the^ ^ut the ^hotograpTi up in the market¬ 
place and riddled it with bullets. * 

My father did not say so in terms to me, but I have,heard from 
other sources that the SpaniSh authorities declared that the same 
fate would have been meted out to him had he ventured to go to 
Cuba. The truth of this statement is^ borne out by the fact that only 
a short time later my father wanted to go to Santiago de Cuba. He 
applied to the Spanish consul in Kingston for a passport. The 
Spanish consul, who was a friend, refused. My father pressed the 
point. Again tlxe consul refused. A third, a fourth, a fifth time my 
father made the request. Each time the consul was more vehement 
in his refusal. At last he said, ‘ I will not give you a passport.’, •My 
father asked the reason. The cpnsul replied, ‘ If ydu go to Cuba 
your arrival will be known in a few hours, and then—1;he Spaniards 
have knives and pistols. No one will know how it happened, but 
your body will tell fhe tale. No; go home and tell Mrs. de Cordova 
I have saved your life to-day by refusing your request.’ 

Two or three weeks after the ‘ Virffinius incident ’ one of my 
brothers was born. He was named Varona, after my father’s dear 
friend, and for a second name was given that of Agramonte, after 
another famous Cuban patriot. On his first birthday the Cubans 
of Kingston gave him a silken Cuban flag, and startled my people 
by quite unexpectedly assembling one night after they had gone to 
bed to serenade them in honour of the event. As a little boy my 
brother Varona was always called the ‘ son of Cuba,’»and I have'heard 
my father say that many of the exiles considenid lie belonged far more 
to them than he did to him. 


RunOhPH DE COKDOVA. 
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r//VS7CAL TRAINING* IN STOCKHOLM 

4 

AND COPENHAGEN 


The coifstant activity which characterises the normal condition of 
young • children when awake is increasingly recognised to be one 
among mahy other factors indispensable to healthy growth and 
development. It is well known that this restless vivacity, which would 
almost appear to be the solution of that oft-quoted problem of the 
possibility of perpetual motion, is Nature’s favourite method of 
securing to her children nutrition, education, and exj)crience. Activ(> 
movements quicken respiration, assist circulation and absorption, 
promote excretion, lay down nerve tracks, and establish co-ordination 
between brain and muscles. Coincidently the senses are exercised, 
and useful perceptions of space and time, textixie and resistance, are 
developed, while courage, resourcefulness, and many other ethical 
qualities are cultivated. There is little occasion to labour the point; 
the importance of exercise and of opportunities for its enjoyment are 
quite generally accepted to-day. When the early' years of life are 
passed under natural conditions the forms assumed by this ceaseless 
activi/^y, ai^d the quantity as well as the quality of the exercise taken, 
may be safely left to individual inclination. The child will constantly 
crawl and climb, shout and sing, race and wrestle with his com¬ 
panions, to his own intense satisfaction and to the benefit of his 
physical and moral being. It is true that the child’s movements 
will be in accordance with the dictates of the moment, but the moments 
Vre few in his^waking hours when the promptings of his heart do not 
incite him to attempt feats of sldll and displays of strength, to experi¬ 
ment with his untried powers, or to indulge his insatiable impulse to 
imitation. Very different .are the conditions and tastes of children 
bred to an artificial city existence. They arc too often debilitated 
by uQwholesome food aard surromidings, wearied with premature 
work, or stunted, soifietimes even deformed, by the enforced seden¬ 
tary occupations of school life or by« unduly severe and prolonged 
labour. In such cliildren natural .spontaneity dwindles and dis¬ 
appears, the frolics of childhood give place to precocious matmrity. 
For cliildren such as these not only must opportunities for varied 
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ought to be natural exercise. ' ^ 

1^; is a well-recognised fact that the apparently simple proves to 
be infinitely complex; when subjected to scientific examination; it is 
therefore not surprising that in the by no means remote past people 
interested in the physical welfare of children believed that their needs 
coiild be met by such exercises as iflight fitly ’form a part of the 
ordinary school programme. For* instiincc, movements admirable for 
the rank and file of the army were tried, but proved to be unsuited 
to immature boys, growing girls, and school babies, ^f'o introduce 
exercises of a more educational type, specially designed to assist in 
the development of the muscles and organs of the body, as well as to 
correct its asymmetrical tendencies, h*as proved no light tdsk for those 
who are responsible for this department in the school cipriculurn. 
There were })rcj udiees to overcome and incidental expenses to be met. 
The want of suitable acconuuodation for the purpose ip the schools 
was scarcely so great an obstacle as the difficulty of securing space 
for the subject in crowded time-tables; while considerable diversity 
of opinion obtained as to what series of exercises should be adopted 
for school use, and to whom teachers should look for guidance, training, 
and support in the new departure. In the opinion of some authorities 
recreation alone should characterise school exercises; all that was 
needed was that tired minds should be refreshed, and nerve tension 
relaxed. Therefore they suppoited the practice of earlier years in 
this country, pointing out that musical accompaniment manifestly 
stimulated flagging energy, and that the skilful handling of wands 
and Indian clubs gratified the girls; that exercises on parallel bars 
and with apparatus primarily planned for adults aroused enthusiasm 
in the boys ; therefore, they argued, why discontinue their use ? 
Only by very gradual steps were those in authority led to perceive 
that to justify their employment in schools „all oxerciifeB mhst be 
planned on strictly systematic and scientific lines ; they must be 
recognised as a means' of definite mental as well as physical education ; 
and, above all, they must be scientifically adapted to individual needs. 
Serious work, not merely enjoyable recreation, must therefore cha¬ 
racterise the exercises carried on in schools. It is not to be expected 
that the scope of the question of a choice of systems should be easily 
tperceived by the public; it calls for expert knowledge and prolonged 
study. Nevertheless, all will concede that to those who approach the 
field of contro\ier8y with an open mind, the point of supreme inlport- 
ance is undoubtedly the ultimate benefit to be derived by the child, 
for whose needs, physical and physiological, thi,s battle of systems and 
relative values is being waged. It is obvious that school exercises 
must be suited to different agfe periods, must be adapted not only to 
boys and girls in generol, but to*a great variety of individual tempera¬ 
ments, varied plfysical abilities and states of nutrition. They should 
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be progressive in character ; safeguarded from risk of strain or damage 
to immature frames and organs; they must possess variety and be 
planned to produce organic efficiency as well as general syihmptry, 
and they should stimulate zeal and interest. 

With the object of securing uniformity and intelligent practice in 
the elementary schools of the country, an inter-departmental com¬ 
mittee was appointed in 190416 consider ‘ The Model Course of Physical 
Exercises.’ As a result of thuir d^iiberations a modified edition of 
exercises, based on the lines of those usually described as Swedish, 
was issued for use in schools by. order of the Board of Education; 
and thanks to the energy and experience of Colonel Fox, his Majesty’s 
Inspector of Physical Training, much interest has been aroused in 
many parts of the country in ‘this new ‘ Model CoUrse of Physical 
Exercises.’ These exercises arc briefly described as ‘ nutritive ’ and 
‘ corrective ’ in their intention; they are performed without the 
accompaniment of music, and demand for their accurate execution 
considerable concentration of the mind and control of the body ; that 
is, t^rcy are as educational in intention, and, if properly performed, in 
practice, as mathematics, grammar, or elementary science. They have, 
however, perforce been planned in compliance with the dictum that 
‘ half a Toaf is better than no bread ’; that is, they embrace free 
standing movements only, none of those exercises with Swedish 
apparatus being included, which, as a matter of fact, constitute an 
essential part of the Swedish system, and lend great zest to the pupil’s 
work. Careful inquiries recently prosecuted upon this particular 
point resulted in abundant evidence that the true Swedish system 
of physical training cannot be carried out unless this specially designed 
apparatus, known as Swedish, be employed. The ^exercises which 
depend upon the use of rib stools, booms, ropes, and jumping apparatus 
constitute an integral part of an indivisible whole; while the very 
evident psychological influence of suitable apparatus must also be 
given its full value ; this, by the way, is most unquestionable, and is 
amply justified by the ob^rvations made on many hundred children 
in a large number of schools. . 

Unfortunatel)^ English educational authorities wince when sudden 
demands for extra expenditure, especially on a new subject, are put 
forward; t|j.erbfore tact and discretion have h{id to pare to its smallest 
dimension the thin edge of the wedge of progress in physical training,! 
and we must look to the gradual growth of an intelligent public opinion 
to Burpply the force necessaty to drive it home. To ask at once for 
the widespread introduction of rib stools and booms might scare those 
whos5 duty it is to safeguard the ratepayers’ pockets; only by 
very gradual demands based upon*public conviction can this essential 
end be attained. Meanwhile, in conse4uence of the absence of any 
but free standing movements the* exercises are hable to sufier 
from monotony on constant repetition, becoming Ibut measures of 
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disciplinary duty to all concerned.* For this among other reasons a 
section of those deeply interested in the physical development of our 
youi^ f»eoplS still urgently insist ^hat Indian clubs and dumb-bells, 
parallel bars and trapeze, shcxild not be discarded, for, it is pleaded, 
that* like music they stimulate interest, and relieve monotony, in 
addition to the skill and agility they produce. Without doubt, free 
standing movements alone are an insuffi(3ent form of physical training ; 
for instance, the important hhaVing Exercises as well as jumping, 
vaulting, and many others, arc compulsorily omitted, while courage, 
energy, dexterity, indeed all the finer mental and muscular qualities, 
remain undeveloped. The apparatus employed must be designed to 
demand absolute accuracy and precision in its use ; the exercises into 
which it enters fiiust be strictly such as cause no risk of endangering 
young bodies; the whole system of which it constitutes a part must’ 
be in one word scientitic. And tliis is what the Swedish system most 
justly claims to'be. 

The Swedish system of physical exercises has been perfected 
ihrough a century of probation and gradual development. Itjias 
been, or is being, adopted in the schools of France’and Belgium, 
Denmark and Creece, as well as in many of the States of America. 
Rumour whispers that the German Emperor proposes to supersede 
existing methods in Its favour, and it has been recently accepted with 
unqualified success by the English navy. Expert exponents of this 
system are teaching it in a large number of girls’ high schools in Great 
Britain, and the National League for Physical Education and Improve¬ 
ment is considering its adoption, believing it to be the best means of 
physical training in tliis country. Under these circumstances it is 
thought that special interest will attach to the following brief rhumt' 
of observations made, and expert opinions gathered, during a recent 
visit to Stockholm and Copenhagen, made for the express purpose of 
investigating the subject on the spot. Every facility wasf generously 
afforded by all concerned in each city. Nearly four weeks wore spent 
in visiting schools and colleges ; many houts were passed in watching 
not only the skilled performances of men and women in training as 
teachers, but classes of boys and girls, ranging in age from six years 
to twenty, drawn from every social grade, and consequently of very 
* varied physique and nutrition. Some classes were conducted by 
experts in physical training, .others by ordinary class teachers. The 
observations made on the classes were reduced to writing, sub¬ 
mitted to the fjank criticism of men and women of wide practical 
experience in the whole subject, and were by them endorsed as 
correct. 

All authorities in both coimtries agree that nine to ten years is 
the earliest admissible age for the systematic practice of physical 
exercises. Introductio* to such'definite training by means of active 
games and exerciles of a more or less playful character may, however, 

Voi,. LX—No. *358 * 3 T 



990 


THE NINETEENTH CENTUBY 


Dec. 


be employed from six years old andt'upwards. In these infant classes 
use is made of very simple apparatus. The simple exercises practised* 
form a groundwork from which thef transition to systemaitic exercises 
can be skilfidly and progressively ejected by a well-trained teacher. 
Yoipg children, above all others, need concrete "methods of training ; 
therefore, though no effort io institute a definite series of movements 
is permitted, suitable apparatus is considered necessary, as without 
it the climbing and other antips *peouUar to the children’s stage of 
development could not be performed. Nevertheless, essential as is 
this activity, an 3 H;hing in the form of,corrective exercises would be 
premature and unnecessary before nine or ten years of age. Slow 
marching is branded as futile for infants, muscular co-ordination 
being insufiicient to permit of* the accuracy which• constitutes the 
object of the exercise; and breathing exercises are also considered 
valuelcss,*because the degree of intelligence essential to their proper 
execution docs not develop much before eight years ot,age. 

It was evident that children from ten to thirteen attained con¬ 
siderable proficiency and showed great interest in the performance 
of Swedish exefciscs, either free standing, or with booms, rib stools, 
ropes, and jxxmping apparatus. Experience also showed that healthy 
girls and boys could profitably follow the same scheme of training 
during this age period—a point of great advantq.ge in rural schools 
where, on account of the small number of pupils, and the fact that 
they arc usually of very varied ages, it is difficult to form separate 
classes of either boys or girls of approximately the same age and 
physical condition without unduly multiplying classes and ov^ertaxing 
the time at the command of the teacher. 

Opinion was unanimous that in the case of girls a falling off in 
both proficiency and zeal is associated with the -rapid growth, espe¬ 
cially in weight, which usually occurs between thirteen and seventeen. 
At this age a languor and loss of interest become apparent in the case 
of at least two-tliirds ol the girls, which are connected by all the most 
experienced observers, men»i as well as women, with the developmental 
changes usual at this period. So strong is this opinion that the 
majority of teachers and heads of girls’ schools deprecate enforced 
attendance at physical training classes for girls during these years, 
unless circumstances permit the coincident relaxation of mental 
exertion, with its attendant fatigue. Light exercises of a somewhat, 
difierent character, especially eesthetic pancing, should, they say, be 
emplgyed to replace the more arduous forms of physical training. 
Where these have been accorded a fair trial it is found that they are 
not oxly sufficient to promote good 6ircuJation'and digestion, but that 
they appeal to the ima'gination ami stimulate the flagging interest of 
girls at this difficult age. However, even these forms of exercise are 
better omitted if hard or prolonged mental wo^, such as preparation 
for exacting competitive examinations, is required. *The subjects of 
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such well-meant endeavours to •ifcombine* physical efficiency with 
rtiental attainments too often pay a heavy price, not only in present 
disappointmant and ansemia, but jn subsequent debility and disgust. 
Of tlte two evils insufficient phvsical development or asymmetry must 
be preferred to the 'exhaustion of overwork, when due allowance 
cannot be made for the unsteble condition of adolescent girls. 

With respect to the frequency of lessens, it is^the present custom 
both in Stockholm and Copenhagen.th|it in elementary schools there 
should be two or three lessons a week, lasting from twenty-five to 
forty minutes, according to the^age of the pupils ; whereas in secondary 
nr higher schools, and4n private schools, four to six lessons a week are 
customary, each lasting from thirty to forty-five minutes. Twenty- 
five minutes is considered qiiitc inadequate, except for .very young 
children ; thiriy to forty minutes constitute a good average time. 
Jt must not be thought that these are considered as other than pro¬ 
visional arrangements. The best authorities accept the fact jthat to 
derive real benefit from the Swedish system daily halfffiour lessons 
are necessary; short of this the children benefit by the respite from 
sedentary desk work, but such mutilated exercises cannot'be desciTbed 
as [)hy.sical training, nor must definite beneficial results Idc anticipated. 
By slow degrees only does the public of any nation rcaliso*the full 
.significance, physical, educational, and hygienic, of systematic bodily 
tiaining. Only as this dawns on the understanding of school authori¬ 
ties will the subject be whole-heartedly included in school work and 
accorded the place to which it is entitled in the school curriculum. 
English enthusiasts may take heart when they call to mind that so 
little has as yet been gained for the cliildren of Sweden and Denmark, 
in spite of the fact that physical training has been a nominal school 
subject for nearly a century. 

There is a general consensus of opinion that the morning hours, 
preferably between 10 a.m. and noon, are the best for physical training, 
because muscular vigour is at its zenith at this time of day; in the 
earlier hours the tide.of vitality has not risen to its height, and later 
it is impaired from fatigue. As it is obviously an absolute impossi¬ 
bility to afford the advantage of practice during these hours to all 
the children in a large school, it is customary in some of the higher 
schools in Copenhagen to change the time for this lesson for each class 
each week, so that no oAe set of children should be re'quireH to exercise 
for consecutive weeks or months at perhaps the least desirable period 
of the day. , ^ 

Careful mcSical inspection is recognised as an indispensable safe¬ 
guard to universal physical training. In *he elementary sch<jol8 of 
Stockholm the children are examined once each year, special inter¬ 
mediate inspection being m%de at the request of the teacher. In 
Copenhagen the inspection is more frequent, though apparently the 
same difficulty ij;i respect of securing co-operation from parents exists 
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in these cities as in England: especially is this the case as regards 
treatment of defective eyesight, ear troubles, or the removal of adenoid 
growths. Children unfit for certaii exercises are, however, c&refully 
excluded, and asymmetrical conditions, .“such as curvature of the spine, 
are recognised in their ea^y stages. In private schools the procedure 
varies, but careful observation appears to be the rxile, and small 
classes are formed of pupils "^ho need any special consideration or 

treatment. . ^ 

Opinion is unanimous that a class of twenty pupils constitutes the 
limit for efficient training under one expert teacher. It is true that 
free standing movements can be satisfactorily performed by larger 
numbers, though correction of individuals is impossible ; but for work 
with apparatus, vaulting and jumping, one teacher 6annot supervise 
more thap eight or ten pupils at a time. To meet this requirement 
the school classes of forty are B})lit up into four or five subdivisions, 
under tJie cere of as nvany children, selected from the class for their 
zeal and proficiency. This system of class leaders, to whom their 
comnanions render absolute and cheerful obedience, made a great 
impression upon English observers ; there were no signs of ‘ swelled 
head ’ among the leaders, no traces of resentment or irritation among 
their companions. The ‘ squad system ’ is evidently an indispensable 
arrangement for class work with Swedish apparatus, and answers 
admirably well both in Copenhagen and Stockholm. Natm'ally more 
individual benefit is derived when such sections are under the care of 
students from one or other training centre, as is the case in Stock¬ 
holm, where the Central Institute and Dr. Arvedson’s g 3 rmnasium 
keep up a constant supply of interested students, to whom valuable 
opportunities for the acquirement of skill in obseryation as well as 
practice in teaching are thus afforded. In the hands of well-trained 
and sympathetic teachers pupils of all ages and of all conditions dis- 
pla)'^ iiitclligent interest and render ready obedience; signs of ennui 
and listlessness are entirely absent. This point cannot be over¬ 
emphasised, as want of en'thusiasm and a low Standard of perform¬ 
ance characterise the pupils of insufficiently trained or unsympathetic 
teachers. 

^ The scheme of exercises employed is considered a matter of primary 
importance,, and rigorous criticism is applied to those prepared by 
students for use in practising classes. For instance, the scheme must 
be judiciously progressive, not only from term to term but from 
week*to week. Interest mUst be sustained and individual physique 
must be studied; each lesson must consist of an ordered and com¬ 
plete cycle of movements'! A scheme providing for weekly or fort¬ 
nightly variation and progression in the exercises performed is essential 
to the system, and equally indispensable is the subdivision method 
referred to above, which permits 'of selecting variants of each 
type of exercise, adapted to the needs and capacities of each small 
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group of pupils. In all cases, as has been said, certain children are 
exempted by medical orders fromi general class work. In higher class 
schopls’remedial exercises are employed for these cases, an advantage 
generally extended t© children in eleraentajy schools in Stockholm, 
but not as yet in Copenhagen. Ansomia, .scoliosis, and heart disease 
are the most common causes for exemption, while dislocations, frac¬ 
tures, and sprains are not unknown. *It is a Rowing custom to 
devote some part of the physical traihing hour to games. For the 
older pupils these are mostly revivals of old national singing games 
and dances; for the^ younget, variations are general of ball and 
other active games familiar in England. It is noteworthy that the 
selection consists chiefly of games which allow a large number of 
children (twenty* to sixty) to take an active part in them, otherwise 
they are not considered advisable. , 

Gymnasia of varj^ing size and efficiency are found in every school 
in both countries ; they are provided and equipped by the local 
authority, but the State defrays the teachers’ salaries. In Copenhagen 
these gymnasia are open every evening from 6 p.m. for use eitli,c» by 
the older pupils or by yovmg pec^le in the neighbourhood, sufficient 
supervision being given in order that only desirable exercises should 
be performed. The good results are shown by the thousands that 
make use of this t>pportunity for exercise. The apparatus once 
installed, if of good quality, is practically indestructible. 

The cost of apparatus in one such gymnasium which could accom¬ 
modate forty to fifty pupils at a time is 130/. The apparatus 
co.usisted of: 


30 Rib stools. 

34 Small stools. • 
14 Straight ropes. 

2 Oblique ropes. 

2 Trapezes. 

2 Sets of rings. . 
2 Window ladders, 
Horse. 


Plinth. 

2 Bocks—1 big, J small. 
Jumping apparatus. 

4 Sets of double bogms. ^ 
4 Saddlel for Ibooms. 

2 Ladders. 

2 Mats. 

1 Mattress. 


^The necessity for the costly double flooring seen in, the Swedish 
gymnasia can be obviated by the central supports for the bflom'sliding 
Back to the wall instead of’ having to be lowered ‘ under the top 
floor. 

• • 

In Copenhagfen far more attention is devoted to the matter of 
ventilation than in Stocljholm, where, excepliat the Central Inst^^ute, 
it appears to be totally neglected. Speaking generally, Danish schools 
are airy and the atmosphere satisfactory. In the newer gymnasia 
heated air is introduced, though not under pressure ; the large 
inlets being placed hi^ up at one end of the hallj the outlets low 
down at the opposite ejid. To prevent dust a simple method of floor 
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sprinkling has been adopted, and is carried out by the pupils at 
frequent and specified intervals. 

Suitable shoes of an excellent pattern are supplied by the local 
authorities for the use Df children in' elementfiry schools; they cost 
about one shilling and sixf)ence a pair, and last usually from one and 
a half to two years. In Copenhagen the local authority supplies 150 
gymnastic costumes made of gelatea. for girls to each school; these 
costumes are washed three times a year, unless any special occasion 
arises; they are shared by several children, an arrangement which may 
be compelled by lack of pence, "but which is entirely unsatisfactory. 
Both shoes and dresses are kept in presses compactly arranged with 
numbered, lockers and pegs; the children are trained to replace 
them with care and in strict order. Efforts are being made in 
Stockholm to provide a suitable dress for boys as well as girls ; 
the latter, almost without exception, remove their skirts, and wear- 
dark knickerbockers. It is considered that the interest in the matter 
of suitable costume as well as in the training generally is greater in 
country than in town schools in Denmark, partly on account of the 
parental enthusiasm fostered by the admirable union for shooting and 
gymnastics which has its members in every village and almost every 
homestead of the country. In rural schools, therefore, children 
generally provide their own costumes, white for boys and blue for 
girls; while the inspector of these rural schools constantly arranges 
meetings to stimulate interest among the scattered teachers. 
The general institution of weekly school baths in both Copen¬ 
hagen and Stockholm has materially contributed to the provision 
of more satisfactory and suitable dress among lower-class children. 
During the three summer months swimming'’ replaces physical 
exercises for all children in Copenhagen; two large swimming-baths 
in different quarters of the city allow for the attendance of many 
hundred children; they are open at all hours and an instructor is 
always present. The children receive two lessons weekly in swimming, 
but many voluntarily frequent the baths daily with immense benefit 
to their health. The depth of the water is carefully graduated to 
permit very young children to splash and paddle ; and though plenty 
of fun and frolic is allowed, no child is ever permitted to be frightened 
by his companions. These baths are opened as soon as the tempera¬ 
ture of the water reaches 63° Fahr., w.mch usually happens towards the 
cnej of May or early in June. 

There is a division of opinion on the matter of tlie employment of 
special or class teachers for the purpose of physical training. Pro¬ 
fessor Torngren, of the Central Institute, Stockholm, contends that only 
the former can be adequately trained for the purpose ; whereas Herr 
Knudsen, Chief Inspector of Gyrqnastics ii^ Denmark, is convinced 
that the teacher must be a member of the schoolistaff if the subject 
is to be given its due place in the curriculum. Some experts maintain 
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,that specialists are liable to overwork the pupils, and cannot exer¬ 
cise the constant and desirable daily influence on the carriage and pos¬ 
ture ol the children. On the other hand, it would appear that special 
teachers more ofteu -bring jlest, vigour, a^d variety to the lessons, 
characteristics attributable to their bettei- physique, wider expcrfence, 
and greater command of the subject. It is, however, considered 
that they are liable to ‘ go stale,’ ancf that the ^lass teachers, though 
inclined, owing to pressure oil other 'subjects, to slight the need for 
gymnastics, are more likely to consider the individual child, and 
to make allowance^ for fatigue 6r other disabilities of which tiiey 
probably know the cause. 

Most authorities in Stockholm are agreed that nothing less than 
two sessions, of eight months each, are recpiired to train an expert 
teacher, because he must be thoroughly grounded in thei)ry as well 
as in technique ; such training, however, includes fcmcing and^remedial 
exercises to which much time is devoted. Herr Kmidscn strongly 
suj^ports the one year State course of training now established for 
Danish teachers. This preparation he recognises to be but pa»t of a 
great new movement. If the class teacher is, as he advocates, to con¬ 
duct the physical exercises of his pupils, he cannol? be expected to 
devote a longer period to special preparation for the purpose. This 
course at Copenhagen, which actually lasts eleven months, is devoted 
entirely to educational gynmastics; consequently the students gain 
in that respect an experience almost, if not quite, ecpial to those who 
train at the Central Institute in Stockholm. This course is con¬ 
sidered sufficient for elementary school purposes ; but in order to train 
teachers who intend to work in higher schools or in training colleges 
the Danish Ministry jiroposcs to offer a second year’s training every 
third year in the Ceiitral Institute about to be built in Copenhagen. 
This extra course would include instruction in remedial work and 
fencing, as well as in more advanced excraiscs.* Great emphasis is 
laid upon the necessity for a thorough study of the anatomy of the 
muscular, nervous, respiratory, circulatory, and digestive organs; at 
Stockholm this is secured by Actual dissection. The best authorities 
agree that physiology is even more important than anatomy to the 
pedagogic gymnast, because although anatomy inustjorm the founda¬ 
tion of instruction, a knowledge of stfucture is in this case iess impoHant 
* than that of function. Tinuj must also be devoted-to a careful study 
of the theory of movemenfs. Professor Tdrngrcn dwelt upon the 
value of a thifd year spent on remedial exercises, even for the p^agogic 
gymnast, because they lead to a better mjderstanding of the ordinary 
exercises, and impart increased al>ility to dissriminate between fit and 
unfit children. It must be Ijorne in mind that not only do all teachers 
in both countries go through some training in physical exercises during 
their four years’ studentship, which now include8«the theory of bodily 
movement, but that, the State in each case defrays the whole cost of 
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training of special as well as general teachers. Applications from 
teachers for such training are most carefully sifted, and evidence is 
demanded of a previous knowledge' of elementary chemistry, fjhysics, 
and mechanics. Much stress is also If^id upon, a thorough training, 
imdpr supervision, in class teaching of boys and girls of all ages. 

Women teachers are usually "employed to instruct women, girls 
and little boys ; but during, ^heir training they themselves receive 
instruction from professors of bbth' sexes. Holiday courses in the 
subject, lasting from two to four weeks, are provided every year in 
both SwedeA and Denmark, and teachers who avail themselves of 
this extra training receive a maintenance grant. Each year shows 
a larger number of (jentres ojjened for rendering this assistance, 
especially to rural teachers. 

The observations recorded in the foregoing pages left the 
impression that the cliildren of all ages are agile, su])ple, light on 
their fe^t, a^d usually interested in physical training, invariably so 
when the teacher is sympathetic and bright. Free standing move¬ 
ments and marching are carried out by those from nine years old 
and upwards with military precision; carefully graded and selected 
exercises with rib stools and boom arc perhaps the prime favourites, 
while leaping, vaulting, and ro])e climbing are executed with agility 
and enjoyment. During apparatus work and games great freedom is 
allowed, but evidence of good discipline is afforded by an invariable 
and prompt response to command. It must be confessed that in 
Stockholm good carriage is not invariable; the local authorities attri¬ 
bute this defect to prolonged desk work, badly designed seats, and 
the inadequate amount of physical training. Grace is often wanting 
among girls and young women, though it is hoped, that this quality 
may be developed by means of the Folk dances how being generally 
introduced. It is difficult, of course, for visitors to estimate the 
effect (hi physical, training upon the general health, chieffy in conse¬ 
quence of the prevalence of ana3mia, and of a general delicacy of appear¬ 
ance especially noticeable hi Stockholm. These defects are probably 
attributable to overheated rooms, defective ventilation, and inade¬ 
quate diet. It is stated on the highest authority that undoubted 
physical improvement is in progress, though unfortunately the material 
is too vast to ‘permit of definite scientific research and tabulation. 
In (Copenhagen the children are ruddy and more robust in appearance, 
their carriage is better and their physique less delicate ; but free 
dinners three times a week "are the rule, and the ventilation of the 
schools is better. In neither country can the full beneficial results of 
such training be seen until some "^two or three generations have 
experienced its present, or even fuller, stage of development; it is, 
however, encouraging to learn that a Striking difference is already 
seen in the physi(|ue of the recruits 'for the army in those country 
districts of Denmark where most attention has heidix given to the 
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subject and where most enthusiasm has been aroused among the 
population. 

Cafeful Inquiries were made As to the adequacy of what is still 
often described as ‘ Ling’s System of Physical Training ’ to meet the 
requirements of the presen1» day as defined by modern science. ‘It is 
the firm conviction of Professor Torngren and Herr Knudsen that, in 
common with many other pioneers, Lfiig Avas so •much in advance of 
his age that his intuitions havb b’een justified by subsequent scientific 
observations ; and that although he would possibly, indeed probably, 
fail to recognise the details o^ the modern interpretation of his work, 
his principles have survived, and constitute the enduring basis upon 
which all the superstructure of the existing Swedish system has been 
and is being built. It was freely conceded by Professor Torngren 
and others that further developments are inevitable aijd indeed 
desirable ; especially is this the case where the system of jfiiysical 
training is adcfptcd in other countries, where climate, ,tenij)eranient 
and other circumstances are widely dift'erent from those obtaining in 
Sweden. At the same time it was emphatically declared tha^ U its 
fundamental principles be respected by those who assume the responsi¬ 
bilities of such developments ; if its supervision be entrusted to really 
enthusiastic and well-trained teachers; if fair opportunities be 
provided in the form of time, place, and suitable apparatus for 
complete practice by the pupils, the Swedish system of physical 
training will justify its claims to promote healthful groAvth and 
development without risk to the most immature performer; it will 
stimulate courage, self-respect, and self-control, and Avili develoj) 
moral and mental as well as physical virtues. 

Mary Scuarlier. 

Alice Raveniiill. 
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FRIENDLY SOCIETIES 


As there are nearly 30,(XX) Friendly Societies, with thirteen millions 
of members, and nearly fifty millions of money, and as each of those 
thirteen 'millions has deposited his little store with his society in the 
full hope and expectation that it will come back to him in help when 
he wants it, the conditions that will secure that result constitute a 
subject of the greatest importance, and no time can be considered 
wasted which is necessary to ascertain what those conditions are. 
This may seem at first sight a dry, and abstruse question, but when 
we reflect hofv easy it is to go wrong, and what a great misfortime 
the failure of a Friendly Society is, we shall find the matter one of 
really absorbing interest, and not quite so comj^licated as it seems. 
All I wish to say to every man of the thirteen millions is : ‘ Don’t 
let your society fail to give you the help you want, for it can only do so 
by your own fault. You are the manager of it, for in the manage¬ 
ment of a Friendly Society every member has equal rights, and if it 
fails, it will fail because you personally have neglected to make' 
yourself acquainted with the conditions of success, or if you did 
know them have neglected to enforce them upon your brother- 
members.’ 

Raving thus' appealed to so large an audience, let me illustrate 
my statement that it is easy to go Wrong. There are many who seem 
to think that by paying so much a month, and clearing the slate of 
what remains at the end of the yeat, and dividing among the members 
all that is left after payment of the sick claims and expenses of the 
year, they are making a real provision for the future. There are 
ochers who seem to think that it does not matter what age you arc 
when you join the society, and that ail members ought to have the 
same benefits and pay the same ebntributions. There are others 
whd think that if the society in any year does not spdnd all it receives, 
but^adds something to ,its capital it must necessarily be flourishing 
and prosperous. There are others who have visions of liberal allow¬ 
ances in sickness, to be continued as long as the member thinks fit 
to declare his inability to work, and to be insured by a very small 
monthly contribution. It is quite ’easy to fall into these delusions, 
but it is equally disastrous to entertain them, and a slight knowledge 
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• of the econjoraics of Friendly Societies would be sufficient to dispel 
them altogether. ^ 

•For this reason, 1 have long been of opinion that the economics 
of,the Friendly Society is a Subject which ought to be taught in every 
elementary sehool in the hingdonj. Who are the boys and girls in 
those elementary schools ? They wil^^be the members of the Friendly 
Societies of the next gcneratioji. ,T^ie* earlier the better. I should 
like to see every one, as soon as ho leaves school and begins to earn 
wages, a member of a Friendly Society. Tf our aim is, to be that to 
join a society is ona of the fijst things he does after he leaves school, 
surely we ought also to provide that he shall be prepared for his duties 
as a member—which, as 1 have said, include the duties of a manager— 
by being taught the conditions of success and being warned against 
the fallacies which make for failure. You might as well*set him to 
work at a trade without having learned how to use his toolfj, as make 
him a member of i Friendly Society without having learned how 
to make that society a success. There is still one thing more to be 
said upon that head : if the lads and lasses are to learn this, thc-irtasters 
and mistresses must know how to teach it. The first ste}), therefore, 
must be to introduce into the curriculum of every’ training college 
for masters and mistresses in the kingdom the subject of Friendly 
.Societies—to teacli every one who aspires to be a teacher the elemen¬ 
tary actuarial doctrines upon which the success or failure of those 
societies depends, and to imbue his or her mind with the principles 
of thrift, foresight, providence, and equity of which a good Friendly 
Society is one of the best embodiments. 

The first broad principle upon which Friendly .Societies rest is 
the principle of average Take a hundred healthy young men of 
the age of thirty. We know from the experience of Friendly Societies, 
derived from the observation of millions of cases, that some ^)f those 
hundred young men will probably be unable to wdrk through sickness 
during some part of the year before they^ attain the age of thirty-one, 
some for many days, some for few, but in the aggregate for 670 days. 
No one can tell beforehand f^ho they wdll be, or how many they 
will be, or how long each man’s sickness will last. We only know 
that some two or more of the hundred will cease to, be wage-earners 
for a longer or shorter period, and’that, so far asaverjiges are fo be 
depended upon, the total ’will mount up to 670 days, or in money 
value, if the intended allowance during incapacity to work is to be 
2s. a day, td 67^. Now, the object of a Friendly Society b'eing to 
supply a man who qeascs temporarily to be a wage-earner ^through 
sickness with the means of subfiistence, it is evident that can only 
be done ])y each member p|iying his share of this G7l. The amount 
therefore that each of the hundred would have to pay is 13s. OiZ., that 
is, Gll. divided by fOO, or, if he paid it in monthly instalments, it 
would be 1.S-.. lid. i>er month What each member thus pays is tfie 
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average sickness per member, and the total payment jnade is dis-, 
tributed to the members who are actually sick accor^ng to the 
duration of sickness in each case. Thus some members pay andi get 
nothing; other members .receive much' more than they hate p^id, 
yet dach man has received full value for 'his money. He has had it 
in the sense of security. He has been able to say to himself every 
night of the year ; ‘ If 1 am taken ill to-morrow, and my wages stopped, 
I shall get two shillings a day from my club till I am well and again 
able to go to^work.’ If he has not had anything from the club, it is 
becaixse he has not been ill and has cohtinued ^o receive his wages. 
The assurance that he would have had sick pay if he had been ill is 
worth to him all the money he has had to pay for it, although that 
money itself has gone to pay other members who have been ill. It 
would seeia hardly necessary to urge such an obvious truism: but 
the fact^is that old and experienced members have been heard to 
claim credit for Friendly Societies as being a kind of' philanthropic 
institution, to which members contribute for the benefit of others 
and not of themselves. There could not be a more ridiculous fallacy ; 
every member c'ontributes for his own benefit, and has just as much 
expectation wh6n he makes the contribution of getting sick pay out 
of the contributions of the other members as the other members have 
of getting sick pay out of his contributions. A Friendly Society is 
a matter of business, not a charity, and is sound only so long as it is 
treated as a matter of business. 

The next principle to be enforced is the principle of equity. We 
have supposed a case of 100 men of the same age. But suppose a 
case of a society having 100 men of the age of 30, 100 of the age of 40, 
1(X) of the age of 50, and 100 of the age of GO, or scf equally grouped 
above and below those ages respectively as to make that a fair repre¬ 
sentation of the constituents of the society. Now we have seen that 
the lod men'of 30 may; expect 670 days of sickness in the year; but 
according to the tables the 100 men of or near the age of 40 will have 
958 days; those of or near the age of 50 will have 1,525 days; those 
of or near the age of 60, 3,025 days.' If all the men belonging to a 
society so constituted were to pay the same contribution, a contri- 
l^ution of ll. 11s. would be required, or 2s. 7d. per month; but we 
have just scan that a man of 30 need only pay, to meet the risks 
belonging to members of his own age. Is. l|cZ. It is evident, therefore, 
that his contribution is Is. too mu6h ; but the amount that the 
man of 60 would have to pay’ to meet the risks belongihg to those of 
his own age would be 31. Os. (id., or 6s. O^d. per month. If, therefore, 
all the members pay the same contribution of 2s. Id., this man is 
paying 2s. b^d. too little. Hence we see that liability to sickness 
increases with age; and that a uniform contribution for all ages is 
contrary to equity.,, It would be equally contrai^ to equity to charge 
a%nan who is healthy the same contribution as a ipan who is unhealthy 
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or a man who belongs to a dangerous occupation or lives in an insani 
“tary dwelling the same contribution as other men of his age. 

Up'to this point we have coJisidered the financial arrangements 
of a Friendly Society as if t]iey were to last for one year only and 
theh come to an end. This is the case with the dividing societies, 
and it has this disadvantage—that aS the ages of the members increase, 
the liability to sickness must also increase, until the necessary con¬ 
tribution becomes more than tiidy dan'afford to pay, and the society 
inevitably collapses, when its members are too old to join another. 

This leads us to the third *broad principle essential to the sound¬ 
ness of Friendly Sdoieties—the principle of providence. A man 
entering a Friendly Society must not only provide for the sickness of 
the present year, he must provide f6r the sickness of future years. 
To do this, he must pay such a contribution each year as wil} not only 
meet all the sicknesb of that year, but will leave something over 1;0 
provide for the increasing sickness that will, as we have j^ecn, fall to 
his lot when he grows older. Space will not allow of our illustrating 
this at the same length as we have devoted to the previous ppipts : 
but that is the less necessary, because the tables of« contributions, 
carefully graduated according to*agc, locality, and occupation, which 
are to bo found in the General Kules of the Manchester Unity of 
Odd Fellows, the Ancient Order of Foresters, the Independent Order 
of Rcchabites, and the other great Friendly Societies, supply all the 
information necessary. No better or more profitable exorcise could 
bo given to the student than the careful examination of these tables 
and of the statistics upon which they are founded. For the present 
purpose, all we need say is that a Friendly Society, to be sound in 
principle, must be permanent, and must look to the distant future 
of its members as well as to their immediate future. 

And thus we come to the fourth broad princijde—that of accumu¬ 
lation. All these tables are calculated upon th^ asfynnption thAt the 
money not wanted for the current year’s sick pay must be invested 
at a certain rate of interest and accumul?ited to meet the growing 
sick pay of future years. Here, arises one of the most important 
and one of the most difficult parts of Friendly Society management. 
You must so invest your money .as not to get too little interest. If 
• your tables are calculajied upon the. assumption tfiaf ypur money 
is to earn 3 per cent, interest, you must not be content with the safest 
investment in the world if it will give you only 2i per cent. On the 
other hand, yo:i must so invest your moiley as not to get too much 
interest. As the great Duke of Wellington is said to have observed, 
high interest always means bad security. You must not only get 
your full 3 per cent, interest, but you must always be sure of being 
able to get your money back’when you want it. This is a subject 
which has greatly occupied the minds of the leaders among Friendly 
Society men for Some years, and by means of combining the money 
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of several lodges or courts In district investment funds, lending them 
upon mortgage to members, and other measures, they have endeavoured * 
to secure prompt investment and re-investment, a remunerative rate 
of interest, and the power of realisation at par, all of which are neces¬ 
sary *if the society is to fulfil the conditions of its existence. The 
policy of the managers of a Friendly Society should be directed towards 
obtaining a rate of interest SQuewhat higher than that contemplated 
by their tables, but not too higli. 'If the tables are calculated at 
3 per cent., they should try to get 4, which they could easily do 
with safety.' This would enable ,themt to build up a reserve fund, 
and would also leave a margin of profit, by which on the occasions 
of the periodical valuations of their liabilities and assets a surjJus 
could be shown, available perhaps to increase the benefits granted 
by the society, perhaps to diminish the biirden of the contributions. 

Upon these four columns—average, equity, providence, and 
accumulatimi—rest the soundness and the prosperity of Friendly 
Societies. It is on these that the societies have built up the super¬ 
structure which has afforded shelter to so many in their rainy days 
of distress. May their reliance upon these principles ever be firmer 
and firmer, for, tlic weakening of either one of the four would work 
the ruin' of the edifice. So long as they all are strengthened and 
consolidated, it. will stand four square to all the w^ids that blow. 


E. Bkajjuook. 
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HENRICUS R. VERSUS THOMAS BECKET 


Linoard gives the following account of ilie civil process of Henricus 
Rex V . Thomas ftecket, sometime Arcfibisliop of Canterbury. 

Jt had been su""ested that, as long as the name of St. Thomas of Cfinterbnry 
should remain in the cahmdar, men would be stimulated by his example to 
bra\e the oeclesia'stical authority of their sovereign. The KingV attorney was 
therefore instructed (April 24) to exhibit an information against him ; and 
‘ Thomas Beekot, sometime archbishop of Canterbury,’ was formally eit^d to 
appear in court and answer the charge. The interval of thirty days, allowed 
by tbo canon law, was suffered to ohipse ; still the saint neglected to quit 
the tomb in which he had reposed for two centuries and a half; and _yidgment 
would have been given against him for default, had not the King, of his special 
grace, assigned him a'counsel. The court sat at Westminster (.luno 11); the 
attorney-goueral and the advocate of the accused were heard; and sentouco was 
finally pronounced, that Thomas, sometime archbishop of Canti'rbury, had been 
guilty of rebellion, contumacy, and treason; that his bones should be imbhcly burnt, 
to admonish the living of their duty by the punishment of the dead ; and that 
the offerings which had been made at his shrine, the personal property of the 
reputed saint, should be forfeited to the crown. A commission was accordingly 
issued (August 11); the sentence was executed in duo form; and the gold, 
silver, and jewels, the spoils obtained by the demolition of the shrine, wore 
conveyed (August 19) in two ponderous coffers to the royal ti'casury. Soon 
afterwards (November 16) a proclamation was published, stating tbal, foras¬ 
much as it now cle.arly appeared, that Thomas Becl|et had beoif killeif in a 
riot excited by his own obstinacy and iutcinporate language, and bud lx tm after¬ 
wards canonised by the bishop of Rome as tl#o ch.ainpion of Ins usurped 
authority, the king’s majesty thought it expedient to declare to his loving 
subjects, that he was no saint, but ratlier a rebel and traitor to his prince, and 
tbi'rcfore strictly charged and commanded that lie. should not ho esteemed or 
called a saint, that all images and pictures of him should be destroyed, the 
•fi'stivals in his honour bo abolished, and hisjiame and remembranje be erased 
out of all books, under pain of his majesty’s indignation, and imprisonment at 
Ins grace’s pleasure.' 

Lord Campliell, relying on Wilkin^ and Burnet, gives'* the 
following account: , ^ ^ 

Henry the Eighth, when he wished to throw off tb*’ authority of the Pope, 
thinking that as long as the name qf St. Thomas should remain in the calendar 
men would be stimulated by his example to brave the ecclesiastical authority 

' The. Jlistonj of England (ed. 1849), vol. v. pp. 10S~110. 

1003 




1004 THE NINETEENTH CENTURY Dec. 

• • 

of the Sovereign, instructed his Attorney-General to file a quo warrmito 
information against him for usurping the office of a saint, and ht was formally* 
cited to appear in court to answer the charge. Judgment of oust%r woijld have 
passed against him by default had not the King, to show his impartiality and 
great regard for the due administration of justice, assigfted him coundbl at^tho 
publfc expense. The cause being called, and "the Attorney-General and the 
advocate for the accused being fully Keard, with such proofs as were offered on 
both sides, sentence was prononpeed that Thomas, sometime Archbishop of 
Canterbury, had been guilty of centumacy, treason, and rebellion; that his 
bones should be publicly burnt, to admonish the living of their duty by the 
punishment of the dead; and that the offerings made at his shrine should be 
forfeited to the Crown.’ ® ' 

This process and execution are now in their turn submitted to 
another process—viz. that of criticism, for the purpose of determining 
whether what Lingard, Campbell, and a host of writers assert ever 
look placfe. I propose to examine the question, and cite witnesses 
for and-against. 

It is well,"’at the beginning, to call attention to several poinis which 
we must separate clearly in each witness’s statement: The actual trial, 
the fei'noval of the bones from the shrine, the burning of the relics, 
the declaring that St. Thomas was no saint, but a traitor, and the 
consequent removal of his name from books and calendars. 

Before examining our witnesses wc must picture to ourselves the 
shrine of St. Thomas, in Christ Church, Canterbury. And fortunately 
wc have the description left us by Erasmus, in his Colloquies, of his 
pilgrimage there with John Colet in 1514. As he visited Canterbury 
with a letter of introduction from the Archbisliop of C’anterbury, 
he had a favourable opportunity of seeing ever 3 rthing. From his 
description 1 rake the following passages, which will help to localise 
the different relics : , ^ 

To the choir you ascend by many steps, under which is a passage leading to 
the north. At that spot is shown a wooden altar dedicated to the Holy Virgin, 
but moan, and not remarkable in any respect, unless as a monument of antiquity, 
putting to shame the extravagance of these times. There the pious man is 
said to have breathed his last farewell to the Virgin When death was at hand. 
On the altar is ihe point of the sword with which the head of the most excellent 
prolate was cleft, and his brain stirred, that he might bo the more instantly 
de.spatched. The sacred rust of this iron through love of the martyr wo 
^•cligiously kissed. Leaving this spot, we descended to the crypt. It has its 
own priests. There was first shown the perforated skull of the martyr; the 
forehead is left bare to be kissed, whilst the other parts are covered with silver. 

At the same time is shown a slip of lead engraved with his name, Thomas 
Acroncis. There also hang in the dark the hair shirts, the girdles and bandages 
with which that prelate subdued his flesh; striking hon or by their very appear- - 
ance, and reproaching us for our indulgence and our luxuries . . . (In the 
ftacrixty) There we saw the pastoral staff of St. Thomas. It appeared to be 
a cane covered with silver plate. It was of very little weight and no work¬ 
manship, nor stood higher than to the waist. {There was no cross at ihe top.) 

. . . From this place, then, we were conducted back to the upper floor, for 

The Lives of the Lord Clmncellors, etc., vol. i. p'. 96. 
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behind the high altar you ascend again, as into a new church. There, in a little 
chapel, is showil the whole figure of the excellent man, gilt and adorned with 
many jeTjels. . {Theprior came whg) appeared to me to be a man equally 
pious tand judicious, not unskilful in the Scotian theology. He opened to 
us the shrhie, in which w4iat is loft*of the body is s^id to rest. {Asked %f ho saw 
the hones, Erasmus replied) Thait is not permitted; nor, indeed, is it posable 
without the aid of a ladder; but a wooden canopy covers the golden shrine ; and 
when that is drawn up with ropes, inestimable,relics ore* opened to view. . . . 
The least valuable portion was gold,; oveny pprt glistened, shone, and sparkled 
with rare and very large jewels, some of them exceeding the size of a goose's 
egg. . . . Lastly, we wore brought back to the sacristy ; where was jirought out a 
box covered with black leather; it^as liJid upon the table and opened {and in 
it were linens used by the saint). 


We read, from other sources, that there were many other relics of 
St. Thomas venerated at Canterbury and elsewhere, which are not 
mentioned by Erasmus. In order to understand the following docu¬ 
ments we, therefore, must distinguish four great relics of the ijiartiyr, 
as venerated irf Christ Church : his body in the shrine.,* his head, 
or rather that portion of the skull that was cut off ; part of tlic blood, 
brain, and fragments of bone which Gervase tells us were car«Ifilly 
collected and afterwards exposed ; and his hair shirts, &c., with other 
secondary rehes. * ^ 

Our first witness as to the reahty of the trial must necessarily be 
that of the citation ftsclf and the sentence. These arc to be found in 
Willdns.* 

(a) The Citation. 


Henry, by the Grace of God, of Lngland, Franco and Ireland King, Defender 
of the Faith, and of the English Church Supremo Head. By the tenor of these 
presents we cite and call to our supreme Council thee Thomas, who wast 
formerly archbishop of Canterbury, to treat of the cause of thy death, with the 
scandal which thou hast committed against the King’s own predecessors 
find the injustice by which thou hast arrogated to thyself the name of martyr 
etc. . . . Given at Condon 24 Api-il 15138. , 

(b) The Sentence. 


Henry, bv the Grace of God, of England, Frituce and Ireland King, of the 
English Church Su))reme Head, etc, . . (As SI. Thomas did not appear or 
send any representative, as the defender appointed by the Court alleyes nothiny 
to refute and reject the crime of rebcllicti, contumacy, treason and treachery, 
and seeing the sufficient proof of all things accused against him, etc., etc.) . . . 
Ve judge and declare the syiid Thomas, formerly archbishQp of ^lanterbury, 
i^not, from this time forth, to be hfld as a saint nor to be called a martyr nor is 
mention to be made of him among'^^ood folk; his name and images are to bo 
cast out of the churches ; he is not to bo named iji the missals, books of praters, 
•calendars or litanTes; and tliat he incurred the crime of treason, treachery, 
perjury and rebellion. And, as such, wp command^hia bones to be taken from 
the tomb and publicly burnt* that, from the punishment of the dead, the living 
may learn to respect onr laws and not to ’oppose themselves to our authority. 
The King then confiscates all the utalth of the shrine. ‘ Given at London, on 
the 11th of June, 1538, by the King in his Council.’ 


t 
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Wilkins takes his narralive from a work of Chrystopher Henriquez, 
Phoenix Reviviscens, in which Girolamo Pollini’s Istoria ecdesiastica delld 
Revolutione d' InghiUerra, lib. iii. c. 40, is given as his authority. •• From 
the narrative, we learn that the citation, was dply served on the saint 
in hCs tomb by a public o^cer who gave the certificate of service. 
Thirty days were allowed to elapse'between the citation and the hearing. 
The sentence, Henriquez teU^us, is taken from a book of Richard 
Hillyard’s now lost. After tRe prdil&mation of the sentence on the 
11th of June 1638, the King, on the 11th of August of the same year, 
commanded that the shrine should be despoiled; and on the 19th, a 
day sacred to S. P. N, Bernard (?), the saint’s bones were publicly 
burned and the ashes scattered to the winds. 

The nesft witness 1 bring in confirmation of the stbry is the bull of 
Paul the. Third ; and the story of this bull is not without interest. As 
we see, the citation, trial and execution is said to have taken place 
during a periQd from the 24th of April to the 20th of August 1538 (19th 
of August is an obvious slip for the 20th). Pope Paul the Third, on the 
25th qt October 1538, according to a Vatican MS. quoted by Baronius,'* 
held a Consistory, and announced to the Sacred College a new instance 
of Henry’s cruelty and impiety. He, said the Pope, had commanded 
the body of St. Thomas of Canterbury to be burnt and the ashes 
scattered to the winds, and had despoiled the shrine of the numerous 
vessels of gold and precious stones. His Holiness, accordingly, 
appointed Cardinals Campeggio, Ghinucci, Contarini, sind San Sisto 
to discuss and report on these things.The Pope was reported to 
say that he felt greater grief for the news about St. Thomas than 
for the defeat of the Christians by the Turk's.*^ The result of the 
cardinalitial commission was to reissue the bull of excommunication 
against Henry which, three years before (August 1535), Paul had 
drawn up but had not launched. To the already long catalogue of 
the legal ihiquities, ‘^he Pope now added the late enormities, to wit 
that the King had exercised his cruelty on the dead. He had, for the 
greater contempt of religion, called the blessed Thomas himself to 
judgment {in indicium, vocari), and caused him to be declared con¬ 
tumacious and a traitor, ordered him to be exhumed and burnt, and 
his ashes cast to the winds. Not content with waging war on the 
dead, he had also confiscated the treasures of, the shrine. The bull is 
dated the 17th of December 1538. 

There are certain points about the bull that call for attention. 
Paul seems to have no doubt as to his facts. And the six weeks that 
elapsed between the announcement in the Consistory and the drawing 
up of the bull did not materially alter the case. He is emphatic about 

' I 

* Annalex Ecclexiastici, vol. xxxii. p. 494. ' 

* fiairflnei-’H Letters and Papers of the,Reign of J^enry tJie Eighth, vol. xiii. 
part ii. n. GS4. 

* Ibid. 68G, 
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the burning of the relics and the confiscation of the offerings at the 
sllnne. But, in the bull, he speaks of the saint being also called to 
judgment, in Hudicium vocari. Dots this mean an acceptance of the 
story lhat,the King h%d instituted a legal process against the saint ? 
Lingrfrd, in a note, holds that the bull i^ a decisive proof for the 
authenticity of the process, and quotas the very phrases in indicium 
vocari as the argument. By the way, I fbay note that Pole, cardinal 
deacon of St. Maria in OosmecMn,* who* had been associated with 
Contarini, by Paul the Third, in the famous Consilium deketorum 
Cardinalium (1538) for the reform oi the Church, was not included 
in the commission appointed in the Consistory, although he was then 
in Rome, and only left the city ten days after the date of the bull 
(the 27th of DecenTber 1538) to visit Charles the Fifth and Francis the 
First to get their consent to the publication thereof with the .mutual 
promise of enforcing the bull with their secular arms. How Pole 
was played with and tossed from one sovereign to anathcr, and 
how the bull was never actually published, do not enter into this 
narrative. , • 

The next witness is Nicholas Sanders, who says ; • 

Hfc. Thomas Bochet . . . was compelled to defctid hiinsnlf on eart]^ again 
aftci' so many generations and was found guilty of treason. The king, thereupon, 
forbade him to bo regarded as a saint. Moreover, he made a decree by the 
Council that anyone who should either keep hia foaat or mention him in his 
prayers or call him a saint at all or should suffer his name to remain in the 
calendars, must bo treated as a capital offender.'' 

Sanders was born in 1527, and wrote forty-seven years after what 
is said to have taken place when he was eleven years old. His 
phrase ‘ to defend himself on earth again ’ may be a reference to the 
judicial process, or may be a rhetorical form of the statement that his 
saintship w’as put into question. , 

Wriotlieslcy, who was a Londoner, and kerit a tJirorticle, says unrler 
date of J 538-— 

• 

And the bonc,s of St. Thomas of Canterbury were brent (burnt) in the same 
church by the Lord Cromwell. They found his head whole with the bones 
which had a wound in the skull, for the monks had closed another skull in 
silver richly for people to offer to, which they said was St. Thomas’ sJiull, 
sg that now' the abuse was openly known that they had uscA many years. 

afore." * ' * ‘ ' 

• 

Wriothesley writes as a coni^mporary, and says nothing of the 
process, but only »f the burning. • • 

John Sleiden, in his De statu religionis (1555), says sub anno 1538 : 

‘ King Henry took him (St. Thomas) out this ^mar and burnt fhe 
relics of his body.’ * 

Somner, Stowe, Holinshed, ancl Harpsfield all follow one another 

’ Rise and Growth of fhe Anglican Schism (1580), Book i.^cap. xvii. 

" A Chronicle 8/ England, etc-, Camden Society, ed. p. 8C. 


3 n 2 



1008 THE NINETEENTH GENTUBY Dec. 

r 

in sajnng that the relics were burnt. Fuller, in his account, waxes 
merry over the ‘ bone-fire.’ ^ 

While the consensus seems universal that, after th*e shfin§ was 
taken down, the bones yrere burnt, only a very few of these autho- 
ritigs refer, or seem to refer, Ao the^ judicial* process whereby St, Thomas 
was declared a traitor and his bones ordered to be burnt. The truth 
is that all this story of a 'judicial^process is a fable, and is based 
on an inexact knowledge of \»hat really took place. Let me cross- 
examine th 9 witnesses. The citation, narrative, and sentence are, as I 
have said, to be found in the #orks "bf Chrystopher Henriquez and 
Grirolamo Pollini, and are based on a book of ‘ Eliardus,’ Who were 
these worthies, and what means of information had they ? Henri¬ 
quez was a Spanish Cistercian who, in 1626, wrote a series of bio- 
graphiced notes of Cistercian writers of England and Spain, under the 
title o^ Phnenix Reviviscens. The book is published at Bruxelles, and 
is dedicated to the Conde Gondomar. For the citd^tion, he quotes 
Pollini, and, for the sentence, Eliardus (Hillyard), who was secretary 
to 'Bishop Tunstall and wrote a now lost liistory of his own times 
which was evidently used in the Roman edition of Sanders in 1586. 
Pollini^is mofe interesting, and brings us nearer to an English source. 
He was a Dominican of Tuscany, and brought out his Istoria at Rome 
in 1594. He dedicates it to Cardinal Allen. At once we get into touch 
with the traditions that existed among the English exiles on the Con¬ 
tinent, and with Sanders in particular. But the documents of citation 
and sentence, on examination, show enough evidence in the first words 
to allow us to put them out of court altogether as mere forgeries, and 
clumsy ones too. They both begin in the same way ; ‘ Henry, by 
the Grace of God, of England, France and Irelaryl, King,’ &c. Now 
for documents purporting to be of the year 153*8 the title of King of 
Trelqnd is fatal. It was not until the 23rd of January 1542 that 
Henry, by Act of Pariiament, changed his style from ‘ Lord of Ireland ’ 
to ‘ King of Ireland,’ making the country a ‘ Kingdom ’ instead of the 
‘ Dominion ’ it had always been since Hadrian the Fourth gave it to 
Henry the Second. These documents, then, seem to have been devised 
for the purpose of giving a form and reality to what was a current 
report on th^ Continent. 

* To these serious objections I must add others. In all the State 
Papers of the year 1538, in the large volumes published by Mr. 
Gairdnex I can find no reference, itf any arithcntic paper, to such a 
tri41 as being proposed, or as about to take place, efi: as having taken 
place. This is negative, evidence,,! admit. But in spite of the dates 
given for the desecration of the shrine and the burning of the bones -- 
to wit the 19th (20th ?) of August—we have positive proof that, 
for two weeks at least after this date, things at Canterbury were as 
they had been., Thus Cranmer writes to CroAiwell, the 18th of August, 
1538 : 
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• • 

Farther by cause that I have in great suspect that St. Thomas of Canterbury 
kis blood, in Christ’s Church at Canterbury, is but a feigned thing and made of 
some rcc^ ochr^ or of such like matter, J beseech your lordship that Dr. lieo and 
Dr. Barbour, my chaplains, may have the Xing’s Commission to try and 
exaijiine fhat and other tike thingS there.® • 

• ^ . • 

On the Ist of September, 1538* Madame de Montreuil and the 
French Ambassador visited Clirist’s Cltiwch; and, on that same day, 
Penison writes to Cromwell froJa*Cantefbury 

that she was taken to see the shrine of iSt. Thomas at tho whicltoshe was not a 
little marvelled of the gr^at riches^hereol; saying them to be innumerable, and 
that if she had not seen it all the men in tho world could not have made her 
believe it. Thus overlooking and viewing more than an hour, as well the shrine 
as St. Thomas's head, being at both self cushions to kneel; and tho prior 
opening St. Thomas’s head saying to her throe times, ‘ This is St. Thomas’s 
head,’ and offered it to her to kiss it, but she neither kneeled nor woTild kiss it 
but still viewing the relics thereof.'® » , 

• • 

We may therefore dismiss Heniiquez, Pollini, and Hillyard as 
witnesses of no value as far as their documents and datqs, are 
concerned. • 

But now returning to the bulf of Paul the Third, which was issued 
only three or four months after the desecration of the shrifle, what 
aie we to say to that account of the process ? Turning to the words 
of the bull il-self, I am inclined to ask, Does, as a fact, it state that 
any judicial process took place ? 1 hold that the words in indicium 

vocari have been taken wrongly to mean a judicial process. The real 
sense is that the King had presumed to sit in judgment upon one 
whom the Pope had canonised. The word indicium is to be taken to 
refer to the effects of the King’s act not to a formal manner of pro¬ 
cedure by a trial quo 'warranto. • 

The next words, et tamquam conlumacem damnari ac proditorem 
declarari J’ecerat, do not afford, as might appear ^t firsf; sighfr, any argu¬ 
ment against the interpretation I put on the in indicium vocari which 
immediately precede them. For the phrase evidently comes from 
a mistaken idea of the meaning of a regal proclamation of the 16th of 
November 1538, about which more anon. I am, moreover, confirmed 
in my impression by the fact that, in the report of the Consistory of 
•the 25th of October, Paul the Third, while saying that Tlu^ relics wore 
^urnt and the shrine despoiled, is silent about any judicial process. 
If, then, the in iudicium uocan.means anything more than a calling 
into question the saintship of the martyr* it must be the resulUof a 
misunderstanding of the proclamation of the 16th of November, 
which seems to be the bnly bit of extra evidence that came t^ the 
notice of the Holy See as the resuft of the cardinals’ inquiry. To 
clinch the argument that the T^ords of the bull do not mean an actual 
judicial process, I may tuention bhat Pole, who was sent to Spain to 
• 

* Gairdner,^ vol. xiiii Part ii. n. 124. 
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induce Charles the Fifth to support the bull and, moieover, wrote^a 
long account of the iniquities of Henry for this purpose, while referring 
to the proclamation, says not a word about any process. Nor* can I 
find any reference to it fin any of his letters, ^fis silence ii eloquent, 
for the fact of any process would have been an argument that Pole 
would use for all it was wort^. For these and other reasons, I do not 
thi’nlf it is necessary to dwell (<.ny inore on the nature of this apocryphal 
process. 

The Tudors, Henry specially, were always anxious to throw the 
appearance of legality over their doings. One has to look at proba¬ 
bilities in a strange course of action, and find some reasonable cause for 
an extraordinary procedure. .Now, Henry was not, one to go through 
a farce of a trial when he could get his end, more speedily and just as 
efficiently, by proclamation. Then, looking at the matter entirely from 
the other side, we must not forget that his actions would be repre¬ 
sented at dtome in anything but the most favourable light. Besides, 
there would hardly be time at Rome to test the accuracy of all the 
rejJo'rts between the period when we may reasonably presume that 
the destruction of the shrine took place and the official announce¬ 
ment in the Consistory ; and without this it was quite possible for the 
real force of the proclamation to be misunderstood in every detail. 
For the destruction must have taken place at some date after the 
Ist of September, 1538, at which period, it is well to say, there seems 
to have been no suspicion at Canterbury that any such fate was 
about to befall the shrine. The dissolution of the monastery of Christ 
Church took place by degrees. It is bound up with the attack on 
the sanctity of St. Thomas. In the September, Cromwell in person 
went to Canterbury and held a visitation at Chrish Church. This must 
have been before the 30th of September; for, in the State papers, 
there is a letter of that date from one of the monks, Richard Thomden, 
to Cromwell, saying^ that he and his fellows gathered from Crom¬ 
well’s exhortation in their chapter house that they must change their 
habits i and he writes to know when this is to be done, as he must 
provide before All Hallows Day new habits for the convent. And on 
the 4th of November he again writes, ‘ Since your being at Canter- 
' bury many things fall to ruin.’ ’■* Cromwell evidently at this visit 
had decided upon the destruction of the shrine, and either left or 
sent Wriothesl'ey to carry it out; for iii a list of the King s payments 
for the month of September is the following entry: ‘ for so much 
money by him (Mr. Wriothesley) laid out in sending parcels by wa^ 
of his Majesty’s rewards unto soidry monks and chief officers of 
Christchurch in Canterbury and .also to sundry servants and labourers 
travailing about the disgarnishing of a shrine and other things there, 
231. 16s.’ We may take it for granted, therefore, that in its first 
form the only news that arrived at Rome just before the Consistory 
" Gairdner, n. 4C5. »• 749. 
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of October was that of the burning of tte relics; the legal process, 

^ if the aforementioned words of’the bull of December are to be taken 
as mefhning or as hinting at such* a thing, being an afterthought based, 
as I have said, upon .the proclamation. But I have given reasons for 
holding that no such interpretation shojifd be put on the bull.at all. 
The Pope was right in the main Statement of fact. 

Let me now take the evidence foi*iiie burning of the relics. 

(1) The assertion of PauJ fhe TMrd in Consistory of the 26th of 
October, 1538. 

(2) The bull of the 17th ®f Deoember, 1538. * 

(3) The clear assertion of Cardinal Pole in his letter to Charles 
the Fifth : ‘ Verum ut postea hominis ossa (nihil enim hie amplius 
dicam) tot an^e eum saeculis mortul erueret, igiii traderet, in cinerem 
redacta per contumeliam postea in ventum spargeret,’ &c.';\ 

The same Pole, writing from Gerona the 16th of March, 1539, to 
the Constable of France, speaks in general of the saints in England 
having their bodies infamously torn from the tombs, burnt, and their 
ashes scattered to the winds and they called wretches and tr^tors.'^' 
It is well to note that Pole extends the burriingi and defamatory 
declaration to all the saints whose shrines were destroyed. 

(4) We have given the opinion of Wriothesley, Sleidefl, Somner, 
Stowe, and Holinshed as to the fact of the burning. They repeat 
one another. Wriothesley’s testimony is the strongest; but it must 
be remarked that he was not an eye-witness, but wrote down what 
was only the gossip of the town where had lately been witnessed the 
burning of the Rood of Boxley and other sacred images. We should 
remember the political capital made out of these acts, and the false 
stories greedily swallowed by a mob. 

But, generally,‘when there is a definite statement ct)ining from 
several independent sources there is a basis in fact; and here I 
think we can find such a foundation as will account not onl^»for the 
error of Wriothesley, but also for the apparent mistake in the bull. 
'J'hcre was a burning of a relic, or of a Supposed relic, of St. Thomas 
at Canterbury by order of Cromwell; and from this comes the story 
that all the bones were burnt. 

Let me remind the reader that, besides the bones of the martyr 
kept in the glorious ghrine behind, the altar, there Va^, at the.altar 
, in the crypt, the head of the saint, or at least that part of the skull 
cut off by the sword of Do Tracy. This was the object of special 
reverence. Encased in silver, if it w^e only the part of th^ head, 
it, as happens in so many cases, was popularly called the ‘ Head of 
St. Thomas,’ instead’of its technical name, which, of cour^, would 
have been ex capite S. Thomae. * Now, Wriothesley says that when 
the shrine was opened they‘found there the head. He adds (without 
giving any proof, b^ it remembered) that the head was ‘ whole with 

Ensile vi}l. i. 66, § 23. " Gairdner, u. 536. 
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the bones which had a wohnd in the skull for the monks had closed 
another skull in silver richly for people to offer to whfch they said 
was St. Thomas’ slfull, so that now,the abuse was openly known that 
they had used many years.’ In a document ^yllich I shall give in 
full jt is officially stated'that the head,/almost whole,’ was fotmd 
in the shrine ; what was kept in the crypt evidently was that piece of 
the skull struck off by De Tijansy. Hjence, I surmise that on opening 
the shrine, as the greater partt)f *che'skull was found there, the com¬ 
missioners at once concluded, and were glad to conclude, that the relic 
of the head ih the crypt was an imposition. This they burnt, perhaps 
as glad to put out of the way an inconvenient witness. A story 
always improves in course of travel, so the gossip ran, in London 
and elsewhere, that all the relics’were treated in the sSme way. 

On the Continent it was soon known that something had happened. 
Writing from Valencia on the 5th of October, 1538, to Cromwell, 
Thomas'Knight says that anyone who seeks for news-from England 
inquires what* has become of the saint of Canterbury, but Mr. 
Wriothesley (N.B. not the chronicler, hut CromwelPs commissioner at 
the destruction), who played a part in that play, ‘ had before sufficiently 
instructed me to answer such questions.’ And Wriothesley himself, 
writing te the King from Brussels, on the 20th of November, relates 
how the Marquis of Barrow had complained that • saints were burnt, 
and that in reply ‘ he declared in such wise the religion of your Majesty, 
the abuses of Canterbury, Boxley and other places, that he seemed 
much to rejoice at the one and detest the other.’ 

Now we come to the Royal proclamation. It is dated the 16th of 
November 1538, and it seems most probable that it affected the bull 
of the 17th of December. In the proclamation, after making provi¬ 
sion against heretical books, the observance or certain church 
ceremonies till the King pleases to change them, and married priests 
who art' to be deprived and even imprisoned, the case of St. Thomas 
is decided. 


Then, forasmuch as it appearcth clearly that Thomas Beckot, sometiine 
Archbishop of Canterbury, stubbornly to withstiuid the wholesome laws ostab- 
lished against the enormities of the'clergy by the King’s highness most noble 



of Home, maintainer of those enormities, to procure the abrogation of the said , 


laws whereby arose much trouble of this said ,tealm; and that his death, which 
they untruly called martyrdom, Ijapponcd upon a rescue by him made : and as 
it is written, he gave opprobrious words to the gentlemen which thus counselled 
him to leave his stubbornness, and to avoi(l,the commotion of the people, risen 
up for fnat rescue. And he not only called the one of them bawd, but also 
took Tracy by the bosom and violently ebook him in such a manner as he had 
almost overthrown him to the pavement of the' Church ; so that, upon this fray 


Gairdnfr, n. 042. 


■“ lUd. n. 880. 
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one of their company, porcoiving the same, struck him, and so in the throng 
Becket was lAain. 

An^ furtjjier that his canonisation was made up only {or the llishop of Rome, 
because he had been a champion to maintain his usurped authority and a beai'cr 
of the iniquity of the Olen-gy. • • 

* For these and for other gmat and urgent •causes long to recite, lhe*King’8 
Majesty, by the advice of his Council, lath thought expedient to declare to his 
loving subjects, that, notwithstan^ng tht ^aid canonisation, there appotfteth 
nothing in his life and exterior,onnvarsalion whereby he should bo called a 
saint but rather esteemed to have been a rebel and traitor to his prince and 
therefore his Grace straightly chargeth and coinmendeth that irom henceforth 
the said Thomas Becket shall flot be*csteemed, named, reputed nor called a 
saint; but Bishop Beclet—and that his images and pictures through the whole 
realm shall be put down and avoided out of all churches, chapels and other 
places. And that from henceforth the Mays used to be festival in his name 
shall not be observed; nor the service, office, antiphons, collects and prayers in 
his name read, but rased and put out of all the books. And tliat all other 
festival days, already abrogate shall be in no wise solemnised, hnt Grace’s 
ordinance and injunctions thereupon observed ; to the intent hjs Grace’s loving 
subjects should bo no longer blindly led and abused to commit idolatry as they 
have done in times passed: upon pain of his Majesty’s indignation agd im¬ 
prisonment at his Grace’s pleasure.*’ ^ 

It is remarkable that, in this document, not a word is said about 
any judicial proceedings, as one would naturally expect,* had any 
taken place. Neither is a word said as to the burning of the bones. 
I'he destruction of the shrine and confiscation of the jewels were now 
an accomplished fact, and perhaps ‘ the King’s Majesty, by the advice 
of his Council, hath thought it {not) expedient to declare to his loving 
subjects ’ anything about these two matters, covering them up under 
the general statement that St. Thomas was henceforth but Bishop 
Becket and no saint. Lingard, however, is inclined to think that the 
opening words, ‘ forasmuch as it appeareth clearly,’ point to a judicial 
investigation. I see no grounds whatever for this conclusion.^ That 
there was some sort of investigation and a raq^acking of*old histories 
to make up a ease for the proclamation is not only to be expected, 
but seems actually to have taken plade. Such things are done 
now, when, under the pressure o| controversy, it is necessary to make 
up a case. In the Record Office there is a Latin paper of ten pagc.s 
made up of extracts about St, Thomas. This is probably (there is 
no date, though Mr. Gairdner includes it under tha papers • of 
August 1538) one of perhaps several efforts in the way of ‘ historical 
research * so useful to imscmpulous partisans. The perversion of 
facta as regards the cause and death of* St. Thomas as set forth in 
the proclamation is, I submit, of no force against the strong nega¬ 
tive argument to be* deduced from the silence, otherwise inex¬ 
plicable, of any reliable reference *to a process or to the burning of 
the bones. Nay, I should ar^ue otherwise, for the more established 
and well known facts Genry ccFuld proclaim, the more credibility he 

* , »' Ibid. n. 848 . 
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could claim for his narrative as a whole. I may ad<| that Henry 
seems to have been so proud of the historical part of his proclamation 
that, in the following month, he seiit out to the justices'of ttfe peace 
a circular in which he says, that the cause of the death was the defence 
of the hberties of the Church; ‘ these'detestable hberties Becket 
traitorously demanded against the law of the realm.’ 

We may, perhaps, get a nedjjer golujjion of the question of the burning 
by glancing at the treatment Henry meted out to the relics of other 
English saints whom he unshrined for the sake of their riches. Thus, 
for instance, at Winchester, the *boneS of St, _ Swithin were buried 
near the spot where the shrine had stood. Up and down the land 
there were many shrines of sainljly bishops. What became, at (Canter¬ 
bury, of the bones of St. Augustine, St. Theodore, St. Anselm ? Where 
at St. Pa’ol’s are the bones of St. Erkonwald, at York of St. William, 
at Ely of-St. Etheldreda, at Durham of St. Cuthbert, at St. Albans 
of the Protomartyr, at St. Edmunds of the Royal' patron ? We 
never hear that these were burnt; but we do know that some, and 
probably all of these, were buried secretly when they were unshrined. 
Why should the bones of St. Thomas have been treated differently 
from aqy of ihe others ; and what good could be attained by sf) 
doing ? Was it because he was declared a traitor ? But the pro¬ 
clamation effectually unsainted him as far as a" king could go. In 
this respect he was certainly treated exceptionally, and herein, as 
far as we have any proof, is the limit of the exceptions. 

Some further light may be cast on the subject by a paper in the 
Record Office drawn up and corrected by Thomas Derby, Clerk 
of the Council and of the Signet. Mr, Gairdner includes it under 
the papers of 1539, and we may take it as being written after the pro¬ 
clamation or probably drawn up in reply to the bull. The paper is 
endoiued by Derby, ‘ a vindication of the changes recently effected 
in England.’ No allusion is made to any judicial process, a charge 
which then probably had pot been formulated. And this would go to 
show that in England, and notably in Henry’s court, the words of the 
buU, in indicium vocari, were not taken as meaning that a formal 
judicial process had been instituted. If, then, this document be a 
*eply to the h’lll, it would seem evident that in England there was 
then no idda of any judicial prftcess having taken place. This is the 
passage which here concerns us : . 

Ae for shrines, oapses, and noliquaries of saints so called ^although the most 
were nothing less, forasmuch as his Highness hath found other idolatry or ' 
detestable superstition used (thereabouts and perceived that they were for tho 
most part feigned things , . . His Majesty, therefore, hath caused the same to 
be taken away and the abusive pieces thereof to be burnt, the doubtful to be set 
and hidden honestly away for fear of idolatrj^. 

As for the shrine of Thomas Becket, .sometime ^Archbishop of Canterbury, 

•« Ibid. n. 1171. 
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which thej^call saint Thomas, by approbation it appoarolh clearly that his 
common legend is false; and that at the time of his death and long afore, he 
was hreconftiled to liing Henry tjie Second, King ®f this realm, Duke of 
Normjbndy and Guyenne, and had no quarrel directly with him, but only 
against the archbishop of York which arose frflm proud pre-eminences between 
them; and by strife thereof procurid frc^ardly his owm death which they 
unduly call martyrdom. 

. •* • 

After following the pro'clamation, as to the manner of death, it 

goes on : . 

• • 

and so in the throng Becket was slain; so that he never did act in his life 
sufficient to prove any holiness but came to be the King’s chancellor by money, 
was a great warrior, a burner of towns, a croachor of benefices, a hunter and 
hawker; prouef and seditious; by corruption and unlawful means obtained the 
Archbishopric of Canterbury as he himself confessed openly to Pope Alexander, 
and as by writings and chronicks of good record, by his chaplains and brethren 
the bishops of Kngland made ; and sundry of them about forty^years printed in 
Paris and never reproiod (although the mercy of God miglU*be extended unto 
him) yet nevertheless it was assorted that his shrine and honeS arc therefore 
taken away and bestowed whore they will cause no superstition as indeed 
amongst others of that sort conveyed and buried in rt noble tmocr. And 
forasmuch as his head almost wlidle was found with the reijt of the bones closed 
within the shrine, and that there was in tha,t church a groat skyll of another 
head, but much greater by the three-quarter parts than that part which was 
lacking in the head closed within the shrine whereby it appeared that the same 
was but a feigned fiction, if this head was burnt, was therefore St. Thomas 
burnt ? Assuredly it concludeth not.''-* 

Tt now remains for me to ])icce together, as far as 1 can, what we 
really know of Henry’s action towards St. Thomas. 

St. Thomas was the most popular of all the saints reverenced in 
England. The cause that he was identified with was the popular one, 
and sj^elt ‘ liberty ’ in the minds of Englishmen. Ho was therefore 
naturally a stumbling-block in the way of Tudor chjspoti^m; and 
his shrine, the richest of all, was a temptftig prize. Henry seemed 
to begin his operations against St. TJioinas from afar off. There 
were two Feasts of St. Thomas celebrated in the year—the 7th of 
July, the day of the translation of the relics, and the 21)th of December, 
the day of liis death. Of these, the one in the summer was the 
more popular and attracted the greater nuniber c/ pilgrims, and it 
was observed as a ge'heral holiday. Cranmer as far back as Jb.'lG had 
sent out an injunction thah this feast was to be ‘ clean omitted, and 
instead the:^eof the ferial office used ’; and an Act of Convocation in 
the same year put down all feasts and holidays that came in harvest 
time, viz. between the Ist of ‘July and the 29th of September, In 
this way, without directly mentioning the Feast of St. Thomas, the 
papular holiday was put amend to by law. Cranmer was not behind¬ 
hand in refusing tQ keep tlje feast. The vigil had been observed 


Ibid. n. 402. 
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as a fast day. At supper, on the 6th of July, he ostentatiously had 
meat served up at his table. It is probable that already the destruc- > 
tion of the shrine was contemplated and that some of the cfiriou’s 
wits of the day were set 1,o work to makeaip a case which could after¬ 
wards* be set forward as the .reason for ‘putting down St. Thomas.’ 
But whether Cranmcr, in the August of 1538, knew what was deter- 
mintid upon I cannot ^ay. His».lfeking for a commission, to investigate 
the nature of the relic shown as* the l)Tood of St. Thomas, seems to 
point to the fact that he was not fully aware of what was intended. 
In the September, perhaps about the middle, Cromwell goes to Canter¬ 
bury and holds a visitation. The events that followed from this visit 
were, the destruction of the shrine of St. Thomas in Christ Church, 
the burning df the relic of the head, and the burial of the bones in some 
secret spot,. The dissolution of the neighbouring abbey of St. Augus¬ 
tine, with ^e destruction of its shrines, had already taken place. 
In the following November the regal proclamation came out, stig¬ 
matising St. Thomas as a traitor, unsainting him and ordering that 
all imgges and pictures of the ‘ blissful martyr ’ should be destroyed, 
ordering his feasts to be struck out of Jlie calendar, and his name and 
services erased from the books. Some while after, when the story 
of the burning of the relics was spread abroad, ‘ the vindication 
of the changes recently effected in England ’ was drdwn up. 

If in these days false news be propagated, often wilfully, more 
easily could it be three hundred years ago, wdien the means of com¬ 
munication were slower. And, in spite of the telegraph, human nature 
is now, as it was then, always inclined to bebeve the worst and to 
act on that belief. 


Ethelbed Taunton. 
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The action of the House of Lords on the Education Bill raises (lucs- 

• • ... *•* 
tions of grave consiitutimial and polifie-al importance, beyond even 

the issues of*thc Bill itself. How far, for instance, arc.tlie^ justified, 

after giving a second reading to a Bill and thereby accepting its main 

principles, in transforming and transmuting it into an alternative 

measure with different aims and objects? Can,they expect the 

House of Commons to rediscuss in detail a Bill thus transformed ? 

What again, judging from past experience, is likely to bo the course 

of the House of Lords when the Bill, restored to its original condition 

by the House of Commons, is again returned to them ? 

Before answering these questions it may be well to deal shortly ufith 
some of the points arising in the proceedings of the Hou.se of Lords. The 
Bill in its original shape, as introduced by the Covernment, was in its 
leading principle a very simple one. It proposed to assimilate all 
existing denominational, and so-called voluntary schools, which are 
maintained out of public grants and rates, to the existing (Council 
schools, the old School Board schools—schools where the broad prin¬ 
ciples of public control, the absence of religiou/s tests for f^iachers, 
and undenominational religious teaching arc fully maintained, with 
universal satisfaction to the public, and to parents of chil<livn. On 
this broad principle were gra/ted two great concessions to denomi¬ 
national ism—the one, that facilities should be grant ed in t he transferred 
schools, two days a week, not at the public expense, for the teaching 
of the special religious doctrines ^)rescribed by their existing trust 
deeds; the other, that, in urban districts, where other schools are 
open to children, schools of,a purely denominational character in the 
sense that sttbstantially all the children belong to a particularycligious 
sect, exception should be made, and that they should continue to be 
purely denominational. These two great coneessions, wliich have 
fully secured religious teacliirig in the Lhurch schools, as it is 
ordinarily given, have be6n the cause of all the complications and 
difficulties of the Bill. They have not conciliated opposition. It 
has been assorted even by bishops on public platforms, and sedulously 
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circulated in thousands of rur&l parishes, that the Bill abolishes all re¬ 
ligious teaching in schools, and deals a deadly blow at Church teaching. 
The Bill, however, wi'J.h these great coijcessions, which nearly wr^ked' 
it with the Nonconformists, was offered as a compromise to the CJiurdh 
of Engljind and other deuomihations. It pas^d the House of Common! 
by immense majorities, greater than*in the case of any other measure 
sincefcthe Eeform Act o£ 1832, an^came ijp to the House of Lords. 

The Bill has there been treated in' the most hostile spirit. It 
became at once apparent how enormously strong, active, and aggres¬ 
sive in that Hduse is the High Church pasty, who hold that religious 
Bible teaching without dogma is useless or wholly insufficient, and 
how relatively weak is the other section of the Church of England. 
Not only is there not a single reptesentative of the N&nconformists 
in the House of Lords, but the evangelical section of the Church, 
who as a rule are satisfied with simple Bible teaching in the 
schools, arfdTT^ve no proclivities to sacerdotalism, have been con¬ 
spicuous by.thc’ir silence in the House. The main motive power 
in framing and carrying amendments to the Bill has been the High 
Church party in combination with the Roman Catholic peers—a 
more influential body than was genera'lly believed to exist in the 
Lords. • 

Their amendments were not confined to the maintenance and 
even the extension of dogmafic instruction in the denominational 
schools to be transferred under the Bill. They aimed also at subvert¬ 
ing the undenominational system of the Council schools. This is 
directly opposed to the prineiples on which the Bill is founded. 

I may here say that, protracted as the debates have become in Com¬ 
mittee, they have, been to me of very sustained intcrc^st, quite as 
much so as in any of the great measures which I have heard discussed 
in the House of Commons. The case for the Bill, in all its details, has 
been maifitained witl^ihe greatest ability, and with the most complete 
knowledge of the subject by Lord Crewe. His speeches, though 
pitched in a key which would hardly be emphatic enough for the 
House of Commons, were characterised, by perfect tact and temper, 
and by a subtle irony which was p, very effective weapon against the 
solid phalanx opposed In him. It required no small courage to face 
these .overwhelming forces, night a^ter night, in so prolonged a discus¬ 
sion. He was admirably supported by his veteran leader, Lord Ripon, 
and by Lord Fitzmaurice, while behind him Lord Stanley of Alderley, 
with unyvalled knowledge as an expert, and with courage enough to 
meet the whole bench of bishops in argument, was of immense 
assistance. 

On the other side the Duke of Devonshire, Lord St. Aldwyn, Lord 
Lansdowne, and Lord Cawdor (I refer to th5m in their order of influence 
on the debates on this subject) showed almost equal knowledge and 
debating powers, as \fras to be expected of them. The Archbishop of 
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Canterbury was facile 'princefs among hiei* colleagues on the episcopal 
^bench. He deemed to know better what he wanted than any other 
opponent oi the Bill. He assumed the post of spokesman for the Church, 
thoCigh^it is not certain that he had consulted many of his colleagues. 
Htf was on occasions impressive and eloqtient. Many others on the 
episcopal bench and elsewhere in the House have taken an active part. 
If the House of Lords does not contain in its.ranks peers of g:^at 
eloquence, such as I recollect,ili my^young days, when I heard from 
its bar such men as the then Lord Derby, Lord Lyndhurst, Lord 
Ellcnborough, the Duke of j\.rgyll, and Bishop Wilberforce, it has 
many members of Very high dialectical and debating power. The 
same change from eloquence to dialectics is to be noticed in the 
House of Commons. • 

As discussions went on, it became clear that tlicre were two very 
distinct interests among the opponents of the Bill—the bishops and 
their lay supjKuters, Anglican and Homan Catholic ; and tlm men of 
the world, ex-Ministers and membert! of county councils. 

From a very early period of the Committee the Bill virtually passed 
out of the cliargc of the President of the Council iqto ‘the hands of 
t he Bishops and the Opposition.* It seemed to me tha^ they attempted 
a task which all Parliamentary experience has shown to be an impos¬ 
sible onp, that of transforming a Bill, in its course through Committee, 
into one of different aims and objects, by means of a fluctuating 
majority, consisting of very different interests, of which now one and 
now another prevailed. All past experience has shown that a measure 
cannot be welded in f^ommittec into a consistent and cohenmt shape, 
unless it is in charge of some one responsible for conducting it through 
the maze of debate and amendments. 

The Duke of Devonshire, above all others of the peers, exercised a 
predominating influence, and on several occasions was able to put a 
drag on the wheel of clerical aggression; but sometimes he waS^away, 
and then the bishops had their way unrestrained. The result is a 
measure inconsistent and incoherent innts details, one founded on 
principles the exact opposite of those of its original framers, one 
wdiich has already been unanimously,condemned by those for whom 
it was intended as a remedy, and which cannot possibly be accepted 
as a settlement., , • , 

The resulting Bill Ts in fact an alternative scheme aiming at the 
support and extension of dcl^ominationalism, at its maintenance in 
the schools to*be transferred, and its extension to the existing Council 
schools, hitherto free from it. The Archbishop, in his speech on going 
into Committee on the Bill, said that he Had no wish or intcrttion to 
wreck it by his contemplated amendments. Ht; mus( be much wanting 
in parliamentary experience •if he thinks that drastic amendments, 
such as have been cartied at hi» instance and with his assistance, could 
have any otheibeffect than that of destroying the "Bill, except on the 
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assumption that he is prepaffed to jettison them wholesale at a future 
stage. 

The Archbishop and his colleagues on the episcopal bench failed 
only in one of their most deadly blows at the Bill, ajmed not in defence 
of the Church schools, but against the Coun^jil schools. 

They proposed to extend the facilities for special doctrinal teaching 
to ab religious sects equally, not only q,s regards schools to be trans¬ 
ferred, but also as regards Comicii schaols, regardless of the extra¬ 
ordinary breach of trust in respect of their own voluntary Church 
schools. This^proposal was defeated by the Dulre of Devonshire and 
Lord St. Aldwyn, though warmly supported by Lord Lansdowne, 
the leader of the Tory party. It would have resulted in confusion of 
the worst kind in every school in Hie country. 

The Duke, having achieved this victory, left the House and did 
not return 'in the evening. In his absence the bishops carried thc 
same vicioffs proposal for all schools in rural districts, whether 
transferred schools or Council schools. It would, if admitted, introduce 
denominationalism into about 1,700 Council schools. The Bishop 
of Oxford then succeeded in adding a proviso that such doctrinal 
teaching is to be on five days in the week, and not on two days only. 
There cambe but one opinion as to the clause thus amended, that it 
is aimed at the undenominational system of the Council schools. 
It is a most dangerous amendment to the Bill, capable of easy exten¬ 
sion in the future to aU Council schools. 

Without going further into the imiumerable amendments which 
have been made on the Bill, it suffices to say that the Bill as altered 
must be looked at as a whole. It is a changeling. It is not what its 
framers wanted, or what the electors at the General Election asked for. 
It is difficult to see what purpose the bishops and •their friends in the 
Opposition had in view in spending fifteen days in elaborating this 
alternauve scheme. They have unnecessarily, as it seems to me, 
shown their hands. They have produced an impossible scheme, one 
which no Minister, even of a" Tory Government, could venture to pro- 
po.se to Parliament. The production of such an alternative is the 
best testimony to the soundnega and good policy of the scheme of 
' the Bill. It may confidently be asserted that, given the main prin¬ 
ciples of the Bill—public control, absence of tests, equality as between 
children of all religious sects—no scheme, can be devised so favour¬ 
able to the Church of England, as that proposed by the Government. 

Let us then consider by the light of past experience and prece¬ 
dent the constitutional position of the Bill thus altered. It need not 
be pointed out that there nave been very nunterous cases, since the 
passing of the Reform Act of 1832, where the House of Lords have 
fundamentally differed as to the policy‘of Bills sent up to them by 
the House of Commons. An examination of these cases has resulted 
in a list of about TOO of them. It may [not be quite exhaustive; 
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on the other hand, it includes a certain number of duplicates, where 
'Bills have been rejected more than once. Making allowance for these, 
tliey Ifave hveraged about two for every year that Liberal Govern¬ 
ments have been in»power during the seveijty-four years. There have 
been no such cases in respect of public Bills where the opposite •party 
has held oflice. 

In these cases of difference Ijjie Hoi^se of Lords, in the vast majoTity 
—in nine out of ten of them—have taken the course of rejecting the 
obnoxious Bills on their second reading. I have beep able to dis¬ 
cover only nine casgs where*the 3 ^ resorted to the alternative course 
of making drastic amendments to them, and returning them to the 
House of Commons. These drastic amendments in two cases only 
amounted to alternative schemes. In all the other cases, however, 
they were vifal to the Bills concerned. • • 

In view of the Bill now under discussion, and of the^njajiy others 
on their way fo the House of Lords, where grave differences are cert-ain 
to occur, it may be well to give the details of these cases. • 

• • 

The Hriherij at Klrrlions Bill. —The Houhc of Lcfl'ds read the Jiill a 
second time, and referred it to a Select Committee, where* it wa# completely 
altered. On its return to the House of Commons Lord .1. IkiBsell said 
that the amendmer^ts were of so extensive a character as to render it 
ahuost entirely a ne w Hill. Mr. Warhurton and Mr. O’Connell thereupon 
contended that the House could not consider the proposals of the Tiords without 
Lfoiiif^ into Coiiimittee aud passing through all the stages of-a new Bill. They 
1110 % ed that the amondmeiits be taken into consideration that day six months. 
Lord .1. Bussell agreed, and the Bill was dropped. 

18^5. The Muniripal Corporations Bill. —This was one of the most im¬ 
portant reforms ever passed by rarliament. The Bill, after passing the House 
of Commons by large majorities, was read a second time by the Lords. A 
number of drastic ainendments were carried in Committee by majorities 
averaging about 120 to HO. On the return of the Bill to the House of Commons 
great indignation was expressed. The Government was strongly pj-essed refuse 
to entertain the amendments. Lord .John Bussell, hhwevor, who led the Liberal 
party in the House, advised concession on minpr points in the Bill, but msist- 
once on all points wbieb were vital. Mr. O’Connell, in a powerful speech, 
supjiorted this. ‘ Is the Bill [he si^d] worth having, with those concessions ? 
Ho was decidedly of opinion that it was. It swept away all the old leaven of 
the old corporations. Every sclf-clccted body would be swept away,’ and so on. 
All the more important of the Lords’ amendments were rejected The Lords gave 
way on them at (he instance of the Hukd of Wellington. -It should be recol- 
•lected that Lord Melbourne’s Government had only come into existence a few 
months before, on the defeat of Sir Bobert Peel’s Government, by a majority of 
twenty-nine. TJao Liberal Government, thewforc, was not in a vory^strong 
position. 

18H6. The Mumvipal. Ueform {Ireland) Bill.—Thia important pleasure 
proposed to extend to the close and cori^ipt borough corporations of Ireland the 
same reform that had been adopted in England. It was passed by the House 
of Commons by a majority of HOT to 243. The House of Lords read the Bill a 
second time without a diwsion, but ki committee completely altered its character 
so that it bore resemblance whatever to the original Bill. Of 140 clauses, 
106 were omitted; eightfeen new clauses were added. All the corporations in 
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Ireland were to be abolished. ^ A eentral commission in Dublin appointed by 
the Tjord Lieutenant was to administer the towns in place of'them. On th^ 
return of the Bill to the House of Commons Lord .1. Russell protested that,ho 
could never agree to so I’eactionary a measure. He moved the rejection ef all 
those amendments, but, in t^io hope of conciliating tlfe Lords, he prtiposed to 
restribt the full concession of Feformed raunictpal constitutions to tlie twelve 
principal towns of Ireland, and to deal partially t>nly with the others. These 
amendments were rejeeied by the Itrrds, who insisted on their own by a majority 
of 220 to 123, including proxies. ' The HoUsp of Commons thereupon refused to 
entertain furtli^r the Lords’ amendments, and tlie Bill was lost. 

■ 1809. The Jhll far DiHcatahtisliivg the Irish Church. —This measure had 
been the subject of direct appeal to the cotfstituencies. It was passed in the 
’ House of Commons by a majority of two to one. The House of Lords had 
shown its hostility the previous year by rejecting a suspensory Bill by a 
majority of two to one. When the. Hill came up to the Livds, the then-Arch- 
bishop of Canterbury, while strongly objecting to it, advised thorn to give it a 
second reading, and to try the (dlect of omendments. His speech saved the 
Bill, which passed by a majority of 17!) to 140. In Committee, drastic amend¬ 
ments were cyi-riod by the Archbishop and others. The property of the Church 
was largely sa^cd to it. The principle of concurrent endowment of Roman 
Catholic priests was incorporated. On its return to the House of Commons 
Mr. Gladstone denounced the Lords’ amendments in a powerful speech, in 
w'hich he said tha't the Lords were living up in a balloon. The amendments 
were rejected almost ni bloc. On the Bill going bach to the Lords, they in¬ 
sisted on'*the first of their rejected amendments by a large majority. Lord 
Granville Ibcrciipon moved the adjonrnmeiit of the House. A political crisis 
seemed imminent. At this stage the late Queen wrote to the Archbishop of 
(’.anterbury, ashing him to put himself in communication with Lord (iranvillc, 
and endeavour to avoid a conflict between the two Houses. A conference took 
place between the Archbishop, Jjord (biirns, and Lord Granville, and an arniiige- 
meiit was arrived at. The Archbi.shop ami Lord (^airns agreed to give way 
on tlieljords’ amendments, and the (Tovevnnieut agreed to add to the compensa¬ 
tion secured to the (’’hiirch the sum id' about one million.^ With this exception 
the Bill passed almost in its original form. 

1870. The Irish Land Jiill. —After passing throiigh Committee m the 
House of Cmiimons by majorities of from 7.') to 80, this novel and important 
Bill p’as rein? a second time in the House of Lords wnlliout a division, fn 
Committee several very drastic amendments were made. One of them, 
moved by the Duke of llichiijond and carried by !)2 to 71, reduced the com¬ 
pensation to tenants. Another, carried by Lord Salisbury, reduced the limit 
of tenancies subject to the Bill from 100’. a year to bOk a year. The Bill [lie 
said] was the most detestable one he had ever seen, and he would have rejected 

^ the W'hole clause if ho could. This amendment was cxpiingi'd at the Report 
stage. The Duk"' of Richmond’s amendment and others wore disagreed to by 
the House oi C’-ommons, and were not insisted on by the Lords. The Bill 
eientually passed almost in its original form. The only serious amendnieni. 
conceded w'as one rejecting compensation »in the cases of eviction for non- 
payrn'Uit of rent —the cause oDgra\ c troubles in later years-, and repealed in 
1881. 

1871. 'I'hc UnivcrsHij Tests Aholiliou Bill. —After many years of opposi¬ 
tion to this measure, mainly at the instance of the bishops, the Lords at last 
gave way, and read the Bill a second time. ^In Committee they inserted drastic 
amendments, exempting Heads of Cidlegca from the Bill, imposing new tests 
on tutors, and prohibiting governing bodies from rftaking alterations in their 
statutes. The Hou».e of Commons summarily rejected thesCjSnnondments. The 
House of Lords did not insist on them. Lord Salisbury proposed that they 
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should insist on the new tests for teachers, but was beaten on a division by 
4^28 to 89. The Bill passed in its original form. 

*1872* ThfHallot Hill. —This Bill, which had been ^ejected tho previous 
year,* was read a second time in the IIousc of Lords without a division. Many 
most drastic ameiidinents were inserted in Coimnitteo by majorities varying 
from 70 to 110. On the refiirn of Uie liiH to the House of OoniTiions, 
iVfr. Gladstone said that, considered as a whole, these aiuondmorits had 
the most vital efl’ect on the Bill, and that itP'y^'ould be file duty of tlu' Govern¬ 
ment to saciillco the measure rath»r*thaft^fsent to them. The House rejected 
all of them. On the return of tlio Bill to tJie House of Lords ihc amendments 
were not insisted on, with the exception of one limiting the duration oflhe 
Bill to seven years. This was retained by a majority of 117 to 68. The 
House of Commons gave w.ay on this point ratber than lose tho Bill. The Act 
has since been made poriiiaiient with general assent. 

1881. TJic Sr^mcl Irit>h Land Lfi/f.-SThi.s most imjiortant, difliciilt, and 
even most ri'Volntionary Bill that has ever been passed by Pai liament, occu¬ 
pied the House of Commons for fifty-eight sittings. The second tdiulmg was 
carried by 352 to 170 votes. Tn the Hoii.si of Lord.s it was feivd.a second 
time without a (Tivisioii, 1 jord Salisbury’, as h ader of tlie Tory party', saying that, 
m view of tlie prevailing agitation and anarchy m Ireland, ho .would not 
recommenil his followers to reject it, but rather to apply theiuselvos in Com¬ 
mittee to the removal of its glaring injustices. In Committee "many* Jrastic 
auiendmeiits weie carried by' niajoiwties of about three to one, which funda- 
iiieiitally changed tho character of tlie Bill. On the return ot the*Bill to the 
House of Commons tliese amendments, where involving points or principle, 
were bULimiarily rejirted liy m.ijorities of two to one in three long sittings. 
Though the House of Lords in reply showed a disposition to reject any com¬ 
promise, yet ultimately they gave wa,y on every point but two. They main¬ 
tained tlie right of access of landlords to the Jjaiid Court. They insisted on the 
principle that judieial rents slionld not he reduced by a consideration of the 
amount jiaiil by tenants foi' tenant rigid. These two matters were conceded by 
llu' Governnii'iit, but it was luaiutamed that in sjiite of lliem tbe Bill carried 
out fully the original intention. 

1HH2. The Arrcam i>J licnt (Jrrland) Hill. TJie House of Lords read tho 
Bill a second time witliout a division, but inserted m Coinniittee a clause 
making the veinissioii of arreuis dependent on the uoiiseiit of the hyidlord. 
This v,as earned by a inaj.irity id’ 109 to 98. It uiai^e the* Bill iiToperali »e and 
useless. The House of Commons U'jected the amendment by 293 to 157. (hi 
the return of the Bill to the House of fjoid.s thoie was a revolt on the Tory sido 
of the Irish peers. They were only too glad to get a part of tho arrears of 
rent duo to them out of public morfey, even at tlio sacrilice of part ol what 
was owing to them. Lord Salisbury was ccTmpelled to give way. He declared 
the Bill to be a most pernicious one, and an act of robbery. ‘If I bad the 
• power,’he said, ‘ I would liave thrown the Bill; but, fiiffliii|^ mysell iji a 
"iiiinority, J shall not divide the House.’ The Bill passed in’its original form. 

I need not say that I have not relerrejl to t he very numerous cases 
in which the House of Lords have made amendments in Bills Gefore 
them, not vital to their principles,^nd of more or less serious character. 
1 have referred only to cases wh*re the amandments were drastic 
and which, if accepted, woidd have been fatal to the measures 
concerned. , 

It will be se^ that in no one of the nine casesadid the House of 
Commons accept the Urastic amendments sent down to them by the 
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Lords. In the eight Bills returned to the House of Lords, with dis¬ 
agreement to all the really important and vital amendments, tliai> 
House, on reconsideration, with one,exception only, did flot insist on 
them, though in some c^ses they were able to obtain some minor 
amendments by way of compromise. Looking broadly at the above 
cases, it would seem that the resort to drastic amendments was either 
du'e to the efforts ol astute rlfeaders -in the House of Lords to dis¬ 
suade their more hot-headed followers from voting against the 
second reading of Bills which they knew were desired by the country; 
or else that tliey were proposed in uhe hopes of obtaining some minor 
concessions by way of negotiation and bargain. 

I will not pursue the ultimate fate of the far more numerous 
measures which were rejected by the House of Lords. It may be 
noted, however, that with rare exceptions these rejected measures 
have since, directly or indirectly, been admitted. The four ex¬ 
ceptions still remaining unreversed are the Bill for the Abolition of 
the Lord Lieutenancy in Ireland, 1850; the Home Buie Bill, 181),‘5; 
the lilvicted Tenants (Ireland) Bill, 1894 ; and the Deceased Wife’s 
Sister Bill, of perennial rejection. Of the other rejected Bills, two 
are of interest, as pointing to the possibility of the Government dealing 
with the education question in some other way, in the event of the Bill 
now before Parliament being defeated. In 1860 the House of Commons 
passed, as part of the Budget of the year, a Bill for the repeal of the 
Paper Duties. It was rejected by the House of Lords by a majority 
of 193 to 101. In the following year clauses for the repeal of the 
Paper Duties were inserted in the General Pinance Bill. I’he House 
of Lords found itself precluded by constitutional practice from amend¬ 
ing the Bill by striking out these clauses. 

In 1871 the House of Commons carried a Bill through all its stages, 
after most prolonged and vehement opposition, for the abolition of the 
systdhi of the sale {Sfnd purchase of commissions in the Army. The House 
of Lords rejected the Bill by a majority of 155 to 130. The Govern¬ 
ment then at once availed itself of the authority of the Crown, and by 
Royal Warrant abolished the system of purchase of commissions. 
At the same time they again submitted to the Lords the Bill providing 
' for compensation to officers for the change effected by the abolition 
of purchase. The House of Lords, finding themselves unable to defeat 
the administrative act of the Governmqjit, were compelled to pass the 
Compensation Bill. But they carried a' vote of censure on the Govern¬ 
ment' by a majority of 184 to 80. 

W,hat, then, by the light of experience and of these precedents, 
will be the fate of the. Educatioq, Bill ? It is possible that some of 
the worst features of the Bishops’ amendments may be toned down 
at the Report stage, before this article is in print; but it is not likely 
that any complete re-transformation can take place at that stage. 
Judging by the above cases, and by the known'temp'er of the present 
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House of Commons, it is most probable tHat the Commons will follow 
%the course if did in most of the cases referred to, and will reject 
eh the*Lords’ amendments^ The Bill, as altered in Committee 
of the. Lords, is practically a new one. To discuss in detail the 
amendments, which have .taken the House of Lords in Committee 
fifteen days to elaborate, would rfjquire as many, if not more, days 
in the Commons. It might well bo •.^gucd, as in the case of "the 
Bribery at Elections Bill ol» l83o,.tfiat it should pass through all 
its stages in the Commons. It seems more probable, however, Ijiat 
the amendments _,^will be summarily rejected, with the* exception of 
some few which were agreed to by Lord thewe. The Bill will then ' 
go back to the Lords. It is at this juncLire that the real crux will 
occur. * * 

If we are to judge b^ the past experience of the cases 1 h{j\ie referred 
to, we may reasonably expect that the Lords will not, at the last 
moment, insist on their drastic amendments. As in all these cases, 
the r(>asons, which deterred the Lortls from rejecting the Bill.on second 
reading, will (ajually deter them from insisting on aniendment^,which 
will defeat it.. We may well suppose that negcrt.iations, similar 
to those which saved the Irish Church Bill i)i i8GU,» will «a.gain take 
place. A lew leading Jiuai of both parties will perhap?^ meet in 
conference, and Icurn lor the first time what is the minimum which 
the one party will demand, and the maximum which the other will 
concede, it is possible that an agreement will then Jjc arrived at. 
As ill the IrisJi Church Bill and others, it must be a condition that 
the Education Bill shall be restored to its original state. 'I’he conces¬ 
sions cannot be many or very important., 'i’lie ililliculty is that so 
many concessions have already been madi; tliat there is little room 
for more without destroying the structure ol the Bill. I’here are, 
however, a lew which c;in be conceded without this elfect. ^ 

It, will be asked, how is it possible for Jlie Archbishop aad his 
episcopal and lay wreckers to surrender the work ol so many days in 
Committeo :• it will be no more dillicult lor them to do so than it 
was tor Archbislioj) Tail, in thejrish ('hiirch Bill, or for the late Lord 
(Salisbury and the pe.ers generally in the other cases. 

The overthrow of their cause will not coim> Inmi the Libcaal party, 
but from the main bydy ol lay Tory peers in the Tiouse of Lrtrds. 

' It has been made clear in the proceedings in Committee that a majority 
ul them iollow the Duk(! of lAvorishire and Lord St. Aidwyn, and are 
not harnessed*to the bishops. * • 

• The questions with these lay peers, at tlje last stagi; of the Bill, will 
be whether it is woitli while to pi^ovoke a cojiflict with the House of 
Commons on a question whiej^ was so clearly before the constituencies 
at the General Election 'i Whether, so much in principle having been 
conceded, it is wise to risk a conflict over details, however important ? 
Whether the jaTternaXive scheme, which has been elaborated mainly 
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by the Bishops, is a practical and workable one ? Whet|^er the Tqry 
party, if returned to power, could undertake the passing of any j.uch' 
measure ? Whethcf, if the Bill is rejected at this stage, it is pi^bbsble 
that such good terms as tl^ose contained 'in the ofiginal Bill Tv^ll eyer 
again "be offered to the Church by the Liberal party ? Whether there 
is not danger'that the next Bill will be in the direction of secular 
education ? Whether it would n^t bf?' possible for the Government, 
if their present Bill fails, to accomplish their main purpose in some 
moie simple njanner in the direction indicated in the case of the Paper 
Duties and the Abolition of Purchase, and without some of the 
concessions contained in the present Bill ? Whether in view of 
many other Bills coming before , the House of Lord^ it will not be 
better to defer their conflict with the House of Commons for even 
more disputable measures ? For my part. I feel little doubt as to 
how the^<questions will be answered by the practical statesmen who 
will have at the final stage to advise the action of the Tory party. 
The (tnly 'question is whether t hey will carry the maiority of their 
party'with tlnmi. 

As regards tbe Bishops, they may perhaps find some consolation 
in the Lif^ of ArcJibisliup Tait, by his successor and relative, the 
present Archbishop. They will learn from it that Archbishop Tait 
had to swallow a bitter pill when compelled to give way on the 
Irish Church Bill, and to surrender his cheri.shed am(>ndni('nts. 

He wrote in his diary on the occasion : 

‘ We have made the best terms we could, and thanks to the 
t^ueen a collision between the two Houses has been avoided; but a 
great occasion has been poorly used, and the Irish,Church has been 
greatly injured, without any benefit to the Romai\ Catholics.’ ’ 

Experience has show'u that the Irish Church has not been injured, 
but the very reverse, as everyone now admits, it is also fully recog¬ 
nised *that the Ar6’hbishop acted the part of a w’ise and far-seeing 
statesman. It is his principal claim to fame in history. Thejuesent 
Archbishop sums up the case for him in these words, which we may 
hope will be applied in the future w'Uh equal justice to himself in 
connection with the Education Bill; 

‘ It was in tin; capacity of a wise ( hristian statesman, rather than ^ 
of a chanipi\)n of- ecclesiastical battlefields, that Archbishop Tait in ' 
this matter made memorable his occupancy of St. Augustine’s chair.’ * 

Eversley. 


‘ ‘ Jnfe of Archbishop Tail, vol. ii. p. 42. 


- Ibid. p. 3. 
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It is impossible to say vvliat form the Ediieal.iim Bill will have taken 
by the time thal these lines are in print. The process of what is called 
amending the Bill in the House of Lords misleads the closeiitFolinerver, 
as it baffles description and deffes analysis. Lord Salisbjiry ,a])pcaled 
to the Pcers*the other day as a ‘ common-sense aiyl busiinvssliKe 
assembly ’ While he was speaking there were, on a moderate com¬ 
putation, three amendments before the (iommittee.. Wlit'a the 
Chairman put the first qucstioji, he put it in a foiln which nobody 
seemed to understand. At all events no peer left theHous(!i to dividt*. 
Thereupon he put from the Chair the question that words should b(' 
inserted, not, as before, that words jiroposed to be left out. should 
stand part of the clause, and then, at last, the division was taken. 
Tlie Chairman, Lord Onslow, is much to be pitied. He has abso¬ 
lutely no authority of any sort or land. He cannot call a jieer to ordei', 
or rule that an amendment is irregular. On one occasion, after a 
debate had lasted for two hours, he was asked what they were debating. 

‘ The insertion of words which have already been inserted,’ iu> n'plied. 
No ‘ common-sense’ and businesslike assembly ’ would tolerate smdi 
a system for a day. For a legislative body without a real ClrfiirmaJi 
is a mob, and a mob Avliich wastes more time than it can u^efullv 
employ. Quite apart, however, from the rules of the House, or 
rather from the fact that there is nobody to enforce the rules, the 
Opposition, the Conservative *majority, seem to have no plan of 
campaign. Their titular leader. Lord Lansdownc, is unfamiliar witli 
the subject, and, hke Mrs. Camp, ‘ seeks not to })rotijypate, but takes 
, things as they comes and as they goes.’ Lord St. Aldwyn, who dues 
• know the Bill and its effect'as a whole, is too moderate for the rank’ 
and file, though ho ought to be' and prrhably soon will be, their Leader. 
The Archbishop;) of Canterbury, whose words arc smoother than oif, does 
draw up batches of dcnominatipnal amembnents, or at least ^moves’ 
t hem, remarking from time to tim (4 that they are as beneficial to Non¬ 
conformists as to Churchmen., But he docs not carry all the Bishops 
with him, some bcin^, like the Bishop of Hereford, Liberals, and 
others, like the Bishop of Birmingham, preferring to follow Lord 
Hahfax down, file btoad road. The Duke of Norfolk leads a little 
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band of Catholic peers, among whom by far the ablest debater is I^rd 
Llandaff. The mass of Tories seem, if tlieir opinions may be inferred 
from their votes, tu think that thcpcountry at the Gendral Election 
pronounced for sectarian Reaching on tke largest scale at the public 
cxpelisc, for the right of all. priests or clelgjrmen to enter elementary 
schools whentever they please, and for the maintenance of occlesjastical 
tedts as a barrier against Nosjcopforinist teachers. The Archbishop 
of Canterbury appears further Vo regard free education as a failure, 
ai^ to support the reimposition of school fees. Tt is, however, likely 
enough that many peers do not at t'his silage of tl\,p. proceedings trouble 
themselves about the coimtry at all, but think that they know mTicb 
better what is good for the people than the people themselves. As for 
the House‘of Commons, they affect to despise it, and Lord Ampthill, 
whose name is Russell, protested against the mention of such a place. 

The jGsoyernment are as powerless in the House of Lords as the 
Chairman himself. Lord Ripon nominally leads the House, and 
shows a vigour wluch is wonderful in a man of his age. When he 
warrted the-majority against the danger of losing all securities for 
denoniinationalism by their mutilation of the fourth clause, ‘ speaking 
not only hs a ihember of the Government, but as a Roman Catholic,’ 
he made an impression even upon the benches opposite. But you 
cannot argue against numbers. Logic and reason and prudence are 
wasted upon an incoherent agglomeration, recognising no leader and 
accepting no advice. Lord Crewe’s inexhaustible patience, unfailing 
courtesy, and complete mastery of the Bill which he conducts have 
been acknowledged on all sides. But he might as well talk to the 
Carlton Club or the Primrose League. The Bisjjiop of London is 
reported, I hope untruly, to have made the remark thal. tlie 
House of Lords were doing God’s work. The majority of them 
are doing the work of their own political party, and taking their 
rcvehge for the General Election. The constitutional tangle is really 
hopeless, for the British Cqnstitutiori is a crank niachine, and can only 
be managed in a reasonable spirit. One of its unwritten laws is that 
a Government Avhich has a majorityffu the House of Commons must 
have also the control of legislation. If the House of Commons treated 
a ]\li’'.isterial njeasure as the House of Lords are treating the Educa¬ 
tion Bill, the Ministry would come to an abrupt and speedy end.- 
No hostile vote, and no number of hostile votes, in the Ilouse'of Lord^ 
have the shghtest effect upon the position of Ministers. A vote of 
censffro passed by the Lords has no result of any kind. But they 
can, vf course, legally prevent the passage of. any Bill, and they edn 
alter it, unless it be a Money Bill, out of all possible recognition. They 
can make it, as they have made this Bill, more clerical and sacerdotal 
than that which it was designed to ^upersede^ This course amounts 
to saying, in tolerably plain terms, that the decision of the country 
shall be reversed within a year by an hereditary and irresponsible 
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Chamber. If that task can be* successfully accomplished, then the 
elAjtion of a^House of Commons is, as Lord Amptliill evidently thinks 
iht\b^, a ff^fce. It is at least as frue as it was when Mr. Gladstone coined 
the* expression, nearly forty yea^s ago, that the Lords are ‘ up in a 
bariloon.’ Moreover, it must be remembeted that a great event has 
happened since them The Lords Jboldl/ rejected the second reading 
of thfl Home Rule Bill in 1893, an^ the Genjiral Election of 
justified their vote. That fof’soroe^ ^ears after 1895 the position of 
the Lords was greatly strengthened cannot in fairness be denied. 
Perhaps Mr. Gladstone couId,not jjave acted otherwise. • At any r*ate, 
that was his own opinion. But the result was that when he retired , 
from office in 1894 he left the Lords more powerful and more popular 
than they had* been at any forme* period of his publig life. The 
(government of 1892, though strong in the ability of its members, 
was in every other respect the weakest of modern times. * It had no 
English, and no British, majority in tlu' House of Commoris. * •The Irish 
})arty on whom it depended were at variance among thtftnsclvcs. I’he 
Home Rule Bill was altered in Committee by a most unpopular 
amendment which would have enabled Irish meiujliers to "^dte on 
English and Scottish Bills at Westminster. As the Puke of Devon¬ 
shire frankly told them, the Lords ran no risk by rejecting in such 
circumstances a great constitutional change, ajrd they rejected it. 
Is there any parallel between those times and these ? The Govern¬ 
ment of Sir Henry Campbell-Bannerman, and the Education Bill of 
Mr. Birrell, are supported by the largest British majority returned 
since 1833. Although the Irish Nationalists voted against the second 
and third readings in the House of Commons, these stages were carried 
bv two hundred votes. The Lords discreetly read the Bill a second 
time without a division, and went with the same unanimity into Com- 
iirittce. To wreck it in Committee after thus accepting its main 
principles is not the fair play and honest dealing whicluare eipected 
in English politics. Some such operation the Lords did perform 
upon the Parish Councils Bill in 1894. That, how’^ever, is not an en¬ 
couraging precedent for them. For the House of Commons rejected 
all their important amendments, amj, with one exi’.eption, they did 
not insist upon them. And that, be it remembered, was under the 
feeblest possible Government, the Government«of 1892. ^ In 
the same year 1894 Hic Lords did cause the abandonment of the 
Employers’ Liability Bill by adhering to an amendment of their own. 
But it was noji a wrecking amendment, q,nd the better opinion now is 
that the Cabinet would have done well to accept it. If Mr. Lirrcll 
proposed to agree with one terflh part of' the amendments made in 
this Bill, he would not carry his own party with him in the House of 
Commons. The House of Ooraraons is a patient, long-suffering 
assembly. But nightly insults continued week after week will pierce 


the hide of a rhipoceros. 
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What has been the history of the House of Lords since 1895 ? 
Since 1895 the House of Lords has had no history. It has sat^ to^ 
register the decrees^f one too powerful subject, first Loud S^isSury 
and then Mr. Balfour. People who shudder at tlje notion of g, sifigle 
Chanjber are quite content bo live under a single Chamber for tenyeaCrs, 
So much moue powerful are names than facts. In 1896 Mr. Balfour 
failed to carry through his ow^House^of Commons an ambitious and 
unpopular Education Bill. Iii J'897^ite appeased the clergy by a 
measure whi<& gave them more money for their sectarian schools. 
Being a Money Bill, the Lords cou?d net amend it, and it passed as 
it was brought in. At the General Election of 1900 that and every¬ 
thing else were forgotten, except the South African War. Those were 
the days (it seems hard to realise them) of crystallised telegrams, and 
the Mayor^of Mafeking, and ‘ every vote given to a Liberal is a vote 
given to the Boers.’ Lord Salisbury’s Government retained their 
majority' anq it seemed as if a Liberal Administration were about as 
likely, in Sydney Smith’s phrase, as a thaw in Zembla. Once more 
Mr. Balfour introduced an Education Bill, and this time he put the 
denominational irchools on the rates. Now 1 have never believed in 
the doctriije of the mandate. Even the word is un-English, and the 
theory is-the invention of French Jacobins who avowedly wished to 
make their deputies‘animated automata, voting machines. Such an 
object, if it could be achieved in this country, would be totally sub¬ 
versive of the British Constitution, of Lords and Commons alike. 
But at the same time it has always been held by champions of a 
Second Chamber, especially our own, that the Lords should not 
lightly assent to a far-reaching change of principle on which the 
opinions of the electors had never been asked. It'was certainly no 
part of the Ministerial platform in 1900 that schools under private 
management should have the same assistance as Board schools from 
the r^^es of the county or borough. But the Lords did not pause or 
hesitate. They passed the Bill substantially as it was sent them, 
though they actually inserted by a trick a clause which added to the 
burden on the rates and which the Speaker, if he had understood it. 
would have refused to put as a breach of privilege. The principles of 
flie present Bill were discussed on almost every platform at the General 
Election, and atinost every Liberal candidate expressed his belief in - 
them. Those who gave Sir Henry Campbell-Bannerman his majority. 
knew that they were voting to abolish the distinction between council 
school^s and voluntary school*,. They voted for popular control over 
both, and for the abolition of religious tests for teachers. A vast 
amount of nonsense is talke*d and written aboufthese tests. May not, 
it is said, a local authority asceHain the competence of religious 
teachers, as of secular teachers, by suitable’’ means ? Of course they 
may, and must. A man’s knowledge is sifted, and very properly 
sifted, before appbintment. Nor is it immaterial to inquire what 
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previous experience he has had, and how he employed it. But his 
i)pinions arc own secret, and any attempt to get at them must of 
neceropfcy b(f futile. Fortunately,it is also quite needless. An honest 
man oj>an honest woman will not desire ^o teach a religion they do 
nol believe. A dishonest person who wished to teach religion would 
at once answer all questions in the affirmative. That is the root of 
the whole matter, and the mat^r can^ver be u*nderstood withomf it. 
Another point of which the tfuth is* habitually shirked or slurred is 
the alleged right of the parent. Nothing was heard of this right 
when clerical schools^ were pift upfln the rates in 1902. Nothing was 
ever heard of it until it was invented as a ground of opposition to 
this Bill. The Bishop of Birmingham put it to the House of Lords 
the other day with refreshing simpficity. ‘We,’ said liiar Lordship, 
speaking as a parent, ‘ we claim the right of having our children 
liTought up in our own religion.’ Of course the Bishop of B^fniingham 
is not a parent, and the real parent, except in petitions ^tiianufactunHl 
by the National Society, makes no such demand. The Bishop of 
Hiriiiinghani wants to inculcate his own dogmas, auch as the 
tlcjdorable character of the ^ Beformation, upon other people’s 
(ffiildrcn, and that he calls exercising the rights of a parent. But 
now let us suppose that the right is conceded, and that an Atheist 
or an ‘ Agnostic ’ ‘seeks to tak(“ advantage of if. What would the 
Bishop of Birmingham say to him '{ Would he say, ‘ My dear sir, it is 
true that you, like myself, pay rates and taxes for educational 
purposes. Moreover, you have children and T have none. But. re,ally 
your views arc of such a distressing and injurious nature that they 
cannot possibly be taught at the public expense ’ % But unfort unately 
many people, and even many Churchmen, tliink the Bishop’s own 
views tar from satisfactory. So perhaps he will see that it won’t do. 
‘Facilities all round,’ or ‘all-round facilities,’ as they say jn the 
House of Lords, are hopelessly unpractical^-a fond thing wiinly 
invented, as the Articles say.- What the Bishops call (lowrper- 
Templeism, and other people call Christianity, is the only religion 
which can fairly be taught in thi^ country at public elementary schools. 
It satisfied for thirty years, it satisfies still, the enormous mass of 
Protestant parents. Churchmen and Monconformists alike, it does 
*. not satisfy Catholics o? Jews, for whom special provision is made in 
'the Bill. If in many cases it satisfies freethinkers, what a tribute to 
Christian morality ! ‘ We caA set before ourselves,’ said John Mill, 

‘ no higher standard than so to live that Christ would approve 
(«ir Ufe.’ Let it never be forggtten that^there is no such thing as 
‘ Cowper-Templc religion.’ But there is a Chijstian religion at which, 
in its simple essence, those who attack ‘ Cowper-Templeism ’ arc really 
directing their taunts and jeers. The Education Bill, at the moment of 
writing, is impossible. "On report the Lords may restore it to a practical 
shape, and if f^he Duke of Norfolk takes a division against the third 
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reading he i.3 not likely to find many supporters. In what shape it wll 
return he would be a bold man who should with any confidence predict. 
Mr. Birrell showed by chapter and verse in his speech to hw owfi /oir- 
stituents at Bristol that the Lords had substituted,for his Bill, tjie Bill 
of thewGovernment, a measure so clerical a^jd reactionary that neither 
Mr, Balfour npr any other Ministe* would have dared to propose it 
in any conceivable House of Gbmraoqs. The first Lord Aliilgton, 
Gerard Sturt, a shrewd Tory ^q^re, Wd more than twenty years 
ago^that whefl the House of Commons came into conflict with the 
House of Lordh, he had never known tlie House of Commons give way. 

« The Trade Disputes Bill, now also before the* Lords, once raised 
a storm in a teacup which some antique professors still regard with 
apparent interest. Not the lea^fc remarkable featurts in its recent 
history h^s been the conversion of Mr. Balfour. The leader of the 
Opposition originally objected to the whole Bill, and especially to the 
clause whfeh* exempts the funds of trade unions from liability in 
damages fpr the acts of their agents. Mr. Balfour’s mind has one 
weak ^pot. He cannot apprehend, or he finds it very difficult to 
apprehend, the «bearing of a legal proposition. To expect that a 
professor qf law should be a lawyer Vould be silly. But that Mr. 
Balfour, ftccustomcd all his life, to the exercise of dialectic, and sur¬ 
passing in command'of it almost everybody else, should often Jose his 
way in forensic discussion, is strange. Yet it is so. Bor a long 
time nobody, on cither side of the House, could make him see that 
a trade union is not a corporation. AVhen at last that had been driven 
into him, he argued that the Bill conferred upon trade unions an 
immunity not enjoyed by a number of other unincorporated bodies. 
An able and very independent lawyer on the Liberal side of the 
House, Mr. Wallace, said, ‘Name one.’ ‘ Does ^he learned gentle¬ 
man,’ asked Mr. Balfour, ‘ really mean that there are none ? ’ ‘ Yes,’ 

was ■yje rejoinder, ^and Mr. Balfour accepted the correction with his 
usual courtesy. It is the judgment of tjie Law Lords in the Tall Vale 
case that made an exception against trade unions, not the Bill that 
makes an exception in their favour. Moreover, it must be borne in 
mind that the privilege restored to the unions who were universally 
regarded as possessing it for a generation is expressly and in terms 
extqnded to assrti-iations of mastefs, whose powers will be considerably, , 
some think dangerously, enlarged by this measure. The notion,' 
that the Bill affects the law of libel, or applies to agrarian combinations 
like tl^e Plan of Campaign in«Ireland, is chimerical. N« human being 
can predict what an eccentric judge may read into the words of a 
statute divorced from theiV context.* But the*Speaker, who is a far 
better authority than fnost judgefe, declared that if he were sitting 
in a court of law he should notdicsitafe tfo treat agrarian disputes, 
not, of course, agricultural strikes, as entirely outeide the Act. Perhaps 
I may be forgivenrfor taking an historical view o/ this^ubject. When 
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ii 1807 abominable crimes anti outragel, committed by small trade 
^ u^ns, chie’fly in Sheffield, weje dragged to light, neither party in the 
' Stsre^ sucfumbod to unworthy panic. Lord JiVcniyss, then Lord 
Elcho* carried a Bill .which ^ave a workman the same remedy against 
bts master as his master kad against hyii. Sir William Erle’« tbni- 
mission, under whose auspices th^ disclosures at Sheffield were made, 
issueti a valuable and statesmanlil^ report from which proceieded 
the Liberal Act of 1871, fol^owetf by the Conservative Act of 1875. 
Since that time, trade unions have increased as much tn self-restraint 
as in power, and all reasonable ^Englishmen, whatever their politics, 
arc proud of these English organisations. The epilogue of this dram* 
was fitly spoken by Mr. Balfour just before the House of Commons 
read the Bill a third time nemine *eontradicente. Gracefully ignoring 
liis previous antagonism, he treated the measure as unQqjitroversial 
and Idnted quite unmistakably that as there was no longer any oj)po- 
sition the hfcuse of Lords could not be e.vpccted to umfd what the 
House of (k)ininons had done, and the empty bencfies bohiiid him 
added sigiiificancc to bis Avords. An outburst of Eldonian,'Toryism 
from Lord Halsbury is due, perhaps overdue. •But Mr. Balfour 
must be taken to have spoken for Lord Lansdowne, and the Bill 
must be regarded as safe. ^ 

Of the remairfing measures that will be sent to the Lords before 
Christmas the most important is the Plural Voting Bill. The principle 
of ‘ one man, one vote ’ is nauseously familiar, and need not therefore 
be explained. Mr. Chamberlain used to argue, with some force, 
that if anyone was to have plural votes it should be the poor man, 
who cannot protect himself, not the rich man, who can. Our law 
does not give a man voting power in proportion to his wealth, but 
as his estates are shattered about the country. That a landowner who 
has property in half a dozen counties should have a voice in (jjioosing 
every County Council which can rate him is^fair^enou^i. Thi^e arc 
as many County Councils as- there are counties ; indeed, there are 
more. But there is’only one House of Commons, and concentration 
need not be discouraged by p£y:tial disfranchisement. There is really 
nothing to be said against the prinoiplc of this Bill, which docs not 
raise, however remotely, either redistribution or woman’s suffrage. 

^ About the method accepted by tlia Government fdP cj^rrying it out 
• there is more room for difference of opinion. The most obvious 
proposal would have been that every man shoidd vote where he 
resided. But then where does he reside ? He may live h;|,lf the 
^ear in London, and half the year in the country. Perhaps, therefore, 
on the whole the plan'of the Bill, which requires every voter rd^istered 
in more than otie constituency to make liis election where he will 
exercise the suffrage for t^e future, Is the simplest and moat satisfac¬ 
tory. Certainly Mr. Harcourt has piloted his Bill wj^h great dexterity, 
and shown great ideal of his father^s aptitude “for Parliamentary 



1081 THE NINETEENTH CENTUMY |I>#. 1906 

\ ^ 9 it ‘ 

debate. Altl^ough the paising of this measure is not likely lo 
strengthen the forces of Conservatism, it is too exclusiv^Jy coimeo|ed 
with the Hoiflse of Commons for the opinion of the Lorda upotf ie to 1 
have much weight. ; • ' ' 

T])e problem of the moment is of course the Education BiH. 
Before the n^xt number of'tliis Review appears, the greatest con- 
BtitjJtional struggle since the first Reform Bill will in all probaibility 
have been determined. I mak^ rro prediction. But even those who 
do not usually take much interest in the Court Circular will have 
observed that* the Prime Minister and the Archbishop of Canterbury 
spent Sunday the 18th of November at Windsor Castle. In the 
Archbishop’s Life of his father-in-law and predecessor, Dr. Tait, 
will be found a long, elaborate? and interesting account of Tait’s 
efforts to reconcile the two Houses when the Irish Church was dis¬ 
established in 1869. Then, as now, the mass of moderate or Liberal 
Churchmfth who supported the Bill were told by a moisy clerical 
minority that*they were'no Churchmen at all. Then, as now, they 
treated the accusation with frigid disdain. But there are very few 
lay Churchmen who would deny that the Bill had been a blessing 
to Ireland, to her relations \rith Great Britain, and f o the Church 
itself. ]'%ney was the real trouble in 1869, as in J906, and the teriim 
of compensation were finally settled by Lord (L'anville and Lord 
(/aims, of whom perhaps the best modern representatives are Lord 
Ripon and Lord St. Aldw}m. The only man vriio has lulherlo exercised 
any appreciable influence over the Peers is the Duke of Devonsliire. 
The Duke does not like the Bill, and he was of course responsible for 
the Act of J 902. But he understands that the Cowjicr-Temple clause 
is the foundation of elementary teaching in this country, and he 
understands also the House of Commons. It wvmld, I conceive, be 
possible for. the Govei’nmcnt to agree that the fourth clause should 
be compulsory, and not confined to urban areas ; that the majority of 
parents required should be three-fourths, not four-fifths; that the 
committee of parents should have the right of recommending teachers 
to the local authority; that religion should be replaced in the posi¬ 
tion from which Sir W^illiam Anson displaced it; and that teachers 
who have already given denominational instruction should Continue 
to give it aftei'Jfhe passing of the Bill. If they went much beyond 
that, they would betray their supporters and endanger themselves. 
The real decision is with the Lords, &nd a great many Liberals, of 
whom I am not one, hope that they "vrill be unwise. . 

c ' • , Hekbert Paul. ' 
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